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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


From July to December, 1918 


Volume XXII 


Accidents; pp. 690, 692, 1267. 

Accounts, railroad, under federal control; 
pp. 451, 876, 1165. 

Advanced rates under G. O. No. 28; pp. 
21, 40, 81, 83, 84, 85, 119, 135, 167, 188, 
193, 205, 333, "235, 237, 238, 340, 444, 446, 
461, 462, 528, 560, 606, 614, 678, 717, 737, 
751, 753, 858, 866, 868, 872, 1042, 1159; 
1194, 1244, 1252, 1253. (See also “Com- 
plaints Before Commission” and “Traf- 
fic Committees.’’) 

Advertising for freight traffic; p. 252. 

Adams, W. N.; claims on grain; p. 687. 

Agricultural development work; Traffic 
Lesson No. 438; p. 349. 

Alcohol, shipment of; p. 158. 

Alaworth, im. 2.3 the lumber embargo; 
Pp. : 

Amster, N. L.; ideas on railroad recon- 
struction; p. 1149. 

Anderson, Commissioner; appointed, fed- 
eral judge; pp. 673, 717. 

Anspach, H. N.; a. g. m., A. S. Gilman 
Co.; p. 403. 

Argument before Commission; time limit; 


Associations, railroad, approved and dis- 
approved; pp. 93, 139, 254, 509. 

Attorneys tor railroads have one interest 
under government control; p. 654. 

Auctioning of freight; see general orders 
of Director-General. 


Baggage defined by J. W. Coby; p. 544. 

Baggage; rules for handling; p. 766. 

Baggage tariffs; p. 482. 

Baggage cars, shortage of; p. 139. 

Bailey, W. J.; traffic manager, Chevrolet 
Motor Co., _— Mich.; p. 107. 

Banham, Ww. J. L.; N. Y. store door de- 
livery; p. 198. 

Bates, D. N.; president Worcester (Mass.) 
Traffic Association; p. 1159. 

Berry, L. F.; clearing house for bills of 
lading; p. 1107. 

Bills of lading; pp. 481, 872, 1267. : 

Bills of lading, through export; pp. 25, 
137, 197, 239, 310, 337, 1121, 1123. 

Bills of lading; clearing house for; by 
L. F. Berry; p. 1107. 

Bills of lading, stamping; p. 293. 

Boat lines; released from government 
control; pp. 1121, 1151. 

Bonds on order shipments; p. 447. 

Bragg, A. R.; mileage scales; p. 1050. 

Brewery advertisements on cars; p. 290. 

Brigham, E. D.; manager iron, ore, coal 
and grain traffic at Duluth; p. 253. 

Brockton Chamber of Commerce return 
load bureau; p. 202. 

Brown, A. E.; manager railway sales, 
Truscon Steel Co.; p. 759. 


Caldwell, L. F.; 
1049 


Canadian rate increases corresponding to 
those in the United States; p. 267. 

Canadian Railway Situation; second ar- 
ticle by W. T. Jackman; p. 34. 

Cape Cod Canal; government takes con- 
trol of; p. 186 

Car service section; orders and circulars 
of; pp. 30, 33, 96, 134, 141, 197, 199, 247, 
294, 300, 379, 392, 450, 458, 494, 496, 552, 
563, 742, 820, 909, 910, 950, 951, 1002, 1060, 
1167, 1218, 1253, 1258, 1262. 

Cars, ‘furnishing 'of; p. 30. 

Carter, W. S.; federal control and rail- 
way labor; D. 1160 

Cement rates; pp. 748, 751. 

Chamberlain, HH. p> consolidated classi- 
fication and Rule No. 10; p. 649. 

Chamberlin, C. D.; private car equip- 
ment; p. 650. 

Chambers, W. E.; circular on courtesy 
to the public; p. 298. 

Chase, W. M.; Brockton (Mass.) return 
load bureau; p. 202. 

Chears, C. W.; mileage scales; p. 1049. 

Claims and property protection section of 
R. R. Administration; p. 496. 

Claims; adjustment of, etc., under gov- 

ernment operation; pp. 23, 242, 444, 501, 


store door delivery; p. 


DECISIONS OF I. C. C. IN THE 








TRAFFIC WORLD. 


April 
Vol. 3. 


July to 
Vol. 4. 


January 
Vol. 5. 


July to 
Vol. 6. 


January 
Vou. T. 


July to 
Vol. 8. 


January 
Vol. 9. 


July to 
Vol. 10. 


January 
Vol. 11. 


July to 
Vol. 12. 


January 
Vol. 13. 


July to 
Vol. -14 


January 
Vol. 15. 


July to 
Vol. 16. 


January 
Vol. 17. 


July to 
Vol. 18. 


January 
Vol. 19. 


July to 
Vol. 20. 


January 
Vol. 21. 


July to 
Vol. 22. 


to June, = 
15 I. C. C. 584 


to 
16 I. C. C. 422 
Degen 1909. 
16 I. ,3 C. 424 


17 1. ee C. 388 


to June, 1910. 
nt Cc. ae 


to 
19 I. C. C. 102 


December, 1910. 
BwLcc & 


to 
20 1.C. Cc. 21 
to June, 1911. 
ai ¢. <&. -2% 


to 
21 1. C. C. 181 


December, 1911. 
21 I. C. C. 183 


to 
22 I. C. C. 138 


to June, 1912. 
221.C. C. 14 


to 
24 I. C. C. 192 


December, 1912. 
2“ I,’ C. C. 179 


to 
25 I. C. C. 349 


and 
20 I. C. C. 486 
to June, 1913. 
25 I. C. C. 387 


to 
7 Le. S36 
December, 1913. 
27 I. C. C. 302 


to 
I. C. C. 549 
to June, 1914. 
28 I. C. C. 563 


to 
30 I. C. C. 528 
December, 1914. 
30 I. C. C. 531 


to 
32 I. C. C. 291 
to June, 1915. 
2.4% & c. ae 
to 
34 I. C. C. 277 


December, 1915. 
34 I. a C. 278 


> a re Cc. 723 
to June, 1916. 
xi.c&.. % 
to 
“Cc. ©. & 


December, 1916. 
39 I. C. C. 675 


to 
42 I. C. C. 374 
to June, 1917. 
ys. ©. 237 


to 
4 I. ¢. C. 22 
December, 1917. 
i ae a 


to 
47 I. C. C. 482 


to June, 1918. 
47 I. C. C. $80 


to 
50 I. C. C. 396 


December, 1918. 
or Cc. Cc, ws 


to 
§1 I. C. C.,. 504 





506, 543, 557, 588 (G. O. No. 41), 603, 
650, 679, 687, 735, 754, 770, 950, 984, 1019, 
1042, 1065, 1264. 

Classification, consolidated; pp. 23, 216, 
263, 275, 306, 319, 361, 439, 453, 485, 520, 
529, 554, 576, 623, 624, 649, 669, 749, 795, 
851, 889, 940, 991, 1039, 1041, 1063, 1157, 


Classification of railroad employes under 
the draft; pp. 380, 589, 652. 

Classifications, state; pp. 556, 623, 624, 
642, 1041. 

Clifford, G. H.; rate adjustments in the 
south; p. 822. 

Coal transportation, rates, conservation, 
etc.; pp. 32, 105, 190, 294, 374, 375, 379, 
390, 392, 394, 447, 449, 452, 487, 557, 593, 
594, 595, 683, 694, 708, 742, 748, 760, 824, 
867, 907. 909, 948, 1003, 1060, 1066, 1142, 
1184, 1267. 

Cobey, J. W.; defines baggage; p. 544. 

Commerce reports; pp. 308, 698, 757, 970. 

Commission; annual report of; p. 1092. 

Sa procedure; Traffic Lesson No. 

; p. 724. 

Commission’s procedure under federal] 
control of rates; pp. 264, 387, 460, 590, 
885, 982, 1092; see also complaints. 

Commissions for salesmen cut out; pp. 
119, 138. 

Compensation for carriers under govern- 
ment operation; pp. 22, 87, 89, 183, 236, 
244, 263, 290, 342, 458, 480, 519, 531, 534, 
535 (text of railroad contract), 575, 608, 


caeh 643, 758, 794, 950, 1066, 1133, 1216, 
Complaints; procedure of Commission 


with respect to issues raised by Presi- 
dent-initiated rates; pp. 84, 119, 167, 
191, 236, 416, 575, 717; see also Com- 
mission’s procedure. 


COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE IN- 
TERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 
SION. 


Aberdeen (S. D.) Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. 
and commodity. No. 10316; p. 1123. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., vs. Quanah, Acme & Pacific Ry. 
Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Cement 
plaster. No. 10353; p. 1229. 

Aetna Explosives Co., Inc., New York 
City, va. BP. C. Cc. &. St. i. B. Be: 
Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Sulphuric 
acid. No. 10317; p. 1123. 

Aetna Explosives Co., New York City, 
vs. Illinois Central R. R., Wm. G. 
McAdoo et al. Baled compressed cot- 
ton linters. No. 10319; p. 1123. 

Alexandria (La.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. L. R. & N. Classes and commod- 
ities. No. 10306: p. 1068. 

American Agricultural Chemical Co., 
New York, vs. Central of New Jersey. 
Acid carteret. No. 10294; p. 1068. 

American Petroleum Products Co., 
Cleveland, vs. M. K. & T., McAdoo 
et al. Petroleum. No. 10342; p. 1166. 

Anheuser-Busch Brewing Assn.,_ St. 
Louis, vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. Empty 
beer barrels. No. 10213; p. 254. 

Armour Grain Co., Chicago, vs. W. G. 


McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 6; 
p. 1020. 

Armour Grain Co., Chicago, vs. W. G. 
McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 5: 
p. 1020. 

Armour Grain Co., Chicago, vs. W. G. 
McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 4; 


p. 1020. 

Armour Grain Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Ill- 
inois Central, Wm. G. McAdoo et al. 
Grain. No. 10261; p. 1229. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. Chicago River & 
Indiana et al. Grain. Sub. No. 4. 
No. 10261; p. 1269. 
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Armour Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al. Grain. Sub. No. 5. No. 10261; 
p. 1269. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.| 
Ry. et al. Grain. Sub. No. 6. No. 
10261; p. 1269. 

Associated Cooperage Industries of 
America, St. Louis, vs. A. & V 
Cooperage stock. No. 10283: p. 1068. 

Bache, Jules S., et al, trustees in 
liquidation of Milliken Bros., Inc., 


New York, vs. B. & O., McAdoo et al. 
Commodities. Sub. No. 1. No. 10311; 


p. 1166. 

Bacon, E. R., Chicago, vs. W. G. Mc- 
Adoo. Grain. No. 10261, 
1020. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. C. R. I. & G. Molding sand. No. 
10278, Sub. 3; p. 1068. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western 
Ry. Co. et al. Moulding sand. No. 
10278; p. 1020. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western 
Ry. Co. et al. Moulding sand. No. 
10278, Sub. 1; p. 1020. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Beaumont, 
Ry. Co. et al. Moulding sand. 
10278, Sub. 2; p. 1020. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. U. S. R. R. Administration, Beau- 


mont, Sour Lake & Western et al. 
Blackstrap molasses. No. 10241; p. 


564. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. McAdoo, Beaumont, Sour Lake & 
Western et al. Clean rice. No. 10256; 
p. 702. 

Beaumont (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce 
for Paggi Bros. vs. U. S. R. R. Admin- 
istration and G. C. & S. F. et al. 
Oil well machinery. No. 10259; p. 702. 

Bell, Jos. D., Co., San Francisco and 
Rockford, Ill., vs. I. C. Iron angles. 
No. 10298; p. 1068. 


3etts, Anson G., Asheville, N. C., vs. 
McAdoo and L. & N. Iron ore. No. | 
10258; p. 702. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co.,  Chi- 
cago, vs. C. G. W. Talking machines. 
No. 10271, Sub. 4; p. 1020. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co.,  Chi- | 


cago, vs. C. G. W. Talking machines. 
No. 10271, Sub. 3; p. 1020. 


Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co., Chi- 
cago, vs. Illinois Central. Talking 
machines. No. 10271, Sub. 2; p. 1020. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co., © Chi- 
cago, vs. Illinois Central. Talking 
machines. No. 10271, Sub. 1; p. 1020. 


Co., Chi- 
Talking ma- 


Brunswick-Balke-Collender 
cago, vs. C. G. W. et al. 


chines. No. 10271: p. 1020. } 
Burton-Richards Co., New York City, 
vs. Southern Pacific Co., Wm. G. 
McAdoo et al. Sulphuric acid. No. 
10318; p. 1123. 
Carnation Milk Products Co., Chicago, | 


& S. F., McAdoo et al. Con- 

No. 10334: p. 1166. 

Carnation Milk Products Co., Chicago, 
vs. Great Northern et al. Condensed 
milk. Sub. No. 1. No. 10334; p. 1166. 

Carnation Milk Products Co., Chicago, 
vs. Southern Pacific. Condensed milk. 
Sub. No. 2. No. 10334; p. 1166. 

Cairo, Truman & Southern R. R. Co., 
Arkansas, vs. C. & E. I. Empty flat 
cars. No. 10303; p. 1068. 

Cedar Rapids Chamber of Commerce vs. 
McAdoo, C. & A. et al. Coal. No. 
10231; p. 405. 

Central Pennsylvania Lumber Co., Wil- 
liamsport, Pa., vs. Susquehanna & 
New York and McAdoo. Unjust 
charges on delayed cars. 10350; 
p. 1229. 

Chattanooga Bottle Glass Mfg. Co., Al- 
ton Park, Tenn., and Tallapoosa, Ga., 
vs. Alahama & Southern. Glass sand. 
No. 10301; p. 1068. 

Clark-Davis Coal Co. et al., Utica, N. 
Y., vs. D. L. & W. R. R. William G. 
McAdoo et al. Anthracite coal. No. 
10315; p. 1123. 

Climax Molybdenum Co., Climax, Colo., 
vs. W. G. McAdoo and Ann Arbor R. 


vs. A. T 
densed milk. 


No. 


R. Co. et al. Ore and concentrates. 
No. 10248; p. 613. 

Columbia Iron Works, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., vs. Alabama Great Southern, 
Wm: G. McAdoo et al. Empty 
projectiles. No. 10266; p. 1229. 


Commercial Club of Carrolton, Ky., vs. 


McAdoo, L. & N. et al. Classes 
and commodities. No. 10232: p. 405. 
Consolidated Classification. No. 10204; 


p. 158. 


Sour Lake & Western | 
No. | 








Sub. 2; p.|} 





Cottonseed Products Co. vs. St. Louis- 
San Francisco Co. et al. Cottonseed 
hulls and shavings. No. 10249; p. 613. 


Cross, Herman, as Puritan Glass Co., 
Shinglehouse, Pa., vs. McAdoo et al. 
Empty glass bottles. No. 10314; p. 
1123. 


Delaney, Frank J., and Cragin Elevators 


Co., Chicago and Cragin, Ill., vs. W. 
age Grain. No. 10261; p. 
1020. 

Delaney, Frank: J., and Cragiers Ele- 
vator Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. C. M. 
St. P. and Wm. G. McAdoo. _ Soft 


corn. No. 10262; p. 1229. 

Diamond Alkali Co., Chicago, vs. Fair- 
port, Painesville & Eastern et al. 
Through routes and joint rates. No. 
10236; p. 470. 

Difenberfer, J. W., Lumber Co., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., vs. Mt. Aily & Eastern 


a Co. et al. Lumber. No. 10281; p. 
1 q 
Dougherty, C. L., & Co., Chicago, IIlL., 


vs. W. G. McAdoo. 
Sub. 10; p. 1020, 


Grain. No. 10261, 


Dow Chemical Co., Midland, Mich., vs. 
Areade & Attica. Chemicals. No. 
10290; p. 1068. 

Downey Shipbuilding Corp., Arlington, 


Staten Island, N. Y., vs. Staten Island 
Rapid Transit Co. Spotting charges. 
No. 10311; p. 1068. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Norfolk & West- 
ern, W. G. McAdoo et al. Wet nitro- 
cellulose. No. 10348; p. 1166. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Norfolk & West- 
ern, W. G. McAdoo et al. 
soda. No. 10349; p. 1166. 

Electric Railway Mail Pay. No. 10227; 
p. 700. 

Equitable Powder Mfg. Co., East Al- 
ton, Ill., vs. Y. & M. V., McAdoo et al. 
Nitrate of soda. No. 10288; p. 1020. 

Fargo (N. D.) Iron and Metal Co. vs. 
Northern Pacific. Old and scrapped 
engines. No. 10218; p. 254. 

Feenberg, L., & Co., Fort Smith, Ark., 
vs. Midland Valley et al. Waste 
paper. No. 10224; p. 310. 

Ferguson, W. T., Lumber Co., St. 
Louis, vs. L. & A., McAdoo et al. 
Lumber. No. 10338; p. 1166. 

Fort Smith Spelter Co., Fort Smith, 
Ark., vs. Ark. Cent. et al. Coal. No. 
10210; p. 158. 

Fort Smith Spelter Co., Fort Smith, 
Ark., vs. Ark. Cent. et al. Zinc ore. 
No. 10223; p. 310. 

Fort Smith Spelter Co., Fort Smith, 
Ark., vs. Ark. Cent. Slack coal. No. 
10297; p. 1068. 

Fort Worth (Tex.) Freight Bureau and 
Texas Brick Mfrs.’ Assn., Fort Worth 
and Dallas, vs. A. & V. Brick. No. 
10284; p. 1068. 

Galveston Commercial Association et al. 
vs. McAdoo et al. Iron and steel ar- 
ticles. No. 10335; p. 1166. 

Gamble-Robinson Co., Minneapolis, vs. 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minnesota & Oma- 


ha et al. Potatoes. No. 10207; p. 158. 
Gamble-Robinson Co., Minneapolis, vs. 
Nor. Pac. Oranges and lemons. No. 


10208; p. 158. 

Globe Elevator Co., Buffalo, vs. D. L. & 
W., McAdoo et al. Grain and grain 
products. No. 10287; p. 1020. 

Golden, William E., Chicago, Ill., vs. W. 
G. McAdoo, Director General. One 
cent per mile rate for all uniformed 


persons. No. 10250; p. 613. 
Grasselli Chemical Co., Cleveland, vs. 
Morgan’s L. & T. R. R. & S. S. Co. 


et al. Lime. No. 10221; p. 310. 

Gross, Herman, doing business as Puri- 
tan Glass Co., Shinglehouse, Pa., vs. 
N. Y. & P. et al. Empty glass bot- 
tles. No. 10211; p. 254. 

yross, Herman, doing business as Puri- 
tan Glass Co., Shinglehouse, Pa., vs. 
McAdoo and Erie et al. Soda ash. 
No. 10246: p. 613. 

Hannah Distributing Co. et al., Jack- 
son, Miss., vs. Illinois Central, Mc- 
Adoo et al. Class and commodity. 
No. 10344; p. 1166. 

Hariss, Irby & Vose, Galveston, vs. M. 


K. . Cotton in bales. No. 10261; 
p. re. 
Hebe Co., Chicago, vs. C. & N. W., 


McAdoo et al. Skimmed milk. No. 

10337; p. 1166. 

Hedrich, Otto H., & Co., Chicago, IIl., 
vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Coal. No. 10243; 
Dp. 653. 

Henderson, Edwin H., Natchez, Miss., 
vs. Yazoo & Mississippi Valley R. R., 
Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Cotton. No. 
10265; p. 1229. 


Nitrate of | 











Hillsboro Coal Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 


et al. Empty coal cars. No. 10202; 
p. 1229. 
Hinrichs, Geo. F., Inc., New York, vs. 


Wells Fargo & Co. Dyessed poultry. 
No. 10301, Sub. 1; p. 1068. 

Hinrichs, Geo. F., Inc., New York, 
Wells Fargo & Co. Poultry. 
10300; p. 1068. 

Hollingshead, J. D., & Co., Chicago, vs. 
McAdoo and Adirondack & St. Law- 
a et al. Staves. No. 10255; p. 

Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receivers 


vs. 
No. 


of the Atna Explosives Co., vs. 
ca R. R. Co. Lime. No. 10304; p. 


Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receivers 


of the Atna Explosives Co., vs. 
Cc. & N. W. Tank cars. No. 10307; 
p. 1069. 


Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receivers 


of the Aetna Explosives Co.,_ vs. 
Ill. Cent. Cotton linters. No. 10310; 
p. 1068. 


Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receivers 
of the A&tna Explosives Co., vs. 
McAdoo and N. O. & N. - et al. 
Sulphuric acid. No. 10239; p. 612. 

Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receivers 


of the Aetna Explosives Co., vs. 
L. & N. et al. Nitrate of soda. No. 


10240; p. 564. 
Hyman-Michaels Co., Chicago and St. 
Louis, vs. C. B. & Q., McAdoo et al. 


Scrap iron and steel. No. 10286; p. 
1020. 

Ill. Coal Traffic Bureau, Fulton-Peoria 
District, vs. A. & S. F. Water. 
No. 10299; p. 1068. 

Ill. Glass Co., Alton, Ill., vs. St. Louis- 
San Francisco Ry. Co. et al. Glass 
soda bottles. No. 10285; p. 1020. 

Inman, Akers & Inman, Atlanta, vs. 
L. & N., McAdoo et al. Compresses, 
cotton. No. 10351; p. 1229. 


W., proprietor of Warren 
Refining Co. and Merchants’ Oil Co., 
Warren, Pa., vs. Pa. R. R. Co. Pe- 
ey and its products. . No. 10212; 
p. 254. 

Johns, H. W.-Manville Co., 
va. C. M. & St. FP. et al. 
cement. No. 10222: p. 310. 

Kalamazoo (Mich.) Tank & Silo Co. vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown R. R. 
Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Wooden 
silo material. No. 10324: p. 1123. 

Kansas City Refining Co. et al. vs. A. 


Jamieson, M. 


Milwaukee, 
Asbestos 


T. & S. F., McAdoo et al. Fuel oil. 
No. 10327; p. 1123. 

Lanier Bros., Nashville, Tenn.,_ vs. 
Louisville & Nashville Ry. Co. and 
Wm. G. McAdoo. Cottonseed feed 
meal. No. 10264; p. 1229. 


Lodwick Lumber Co., Shreveport, La., 
vs. Belmont, Sour Lake & Western 
et al. and Wm. G. McAdoo. Lumber. 
No. 10272; p. 1229. 

Los Angeles Foundry Co. vs. Bullfrog, 
Goldfield, McAdoo et al. Grinding 
balls. No. 10339; p. 1166. 


Marfield Grain Co., Minneapolis, vs. C. 
B. & Q., McAdoo et al. Wheat. No. 
10345; p. 1166. 

Marshall-Wells Hardware Co., Portland, 
Ore., vs. S. P. & S. et al. Bar steel. 
No. 10220; p. 310. 

McKenna, M. C., & Rogers, Chicago, vs. 
W. G. McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, 
Sub. 8; p. 1020. 

McKenna, M. C., & Rogers, Chicago, vs. 
McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 7; 
p. 1020. 

McKenna & Rogers vs. Rere Marquette. 
Grain. Sub. No. 7. No. 10261; p. 1269. 

McKenna & Rogers vs. Michigan Cen- 
tral et al. Grain. Sub. No. 38. No. 
10261; p. 1269. 

Meeds Lumber Co., Meridian, Miss., vs. 
Alabama, Tennessee & Northern, Mc- 


— Yellow pine. No. 10360; p. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, Md., vs. & O. 
Ry. Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. 
Against the proposed reduction of 
free time on L. C. L. shipments. No. 
10325; p. 1229. 

Michigan Ry. Co. rates. Rates, fares, 


charges, rules, regulations and prac- 
tices contained in freight and passen- 
1.7 of above carrier. No. 10226; 
Dp. § 

Monarch Paper Co., Kalmazoo, vs. Ca- 
nadian Pacific et al. Clay. No. 10254; 


p. 3 

Mueller & Young Grain Co. vs. Pa. Ry. 
ae ieee Sub. No. 11. No. 10261; 
p. 3 
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Muller & Young Grain Co. vs. W. G. 
McAdoo. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 11; 
p. 1020. 

Musick, E. E., Varney, W. Va., vs. Mc- 
Adoo and N. & W. Walnut logs. No. 
10253; p. 613. 

Natl. Council of Farmers’ Co-operative 
Assn. vs. McAdoo and Ala. & Vicks- 
burg et al. Grains. No. 10233; p. 405. 

National Steel Rail Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
vs. Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Railroad 
cast iron scrap. No. 10291; p. 1229. 


Natl. Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn. 
et al., New York, vs. Apalachicola 
Northern et al. Lumber. No. 10206; 


:* Se 

Natl. Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn., 
New York. Pine. No. 10292; p. 1068. 

Naylor & Co. vs. D. L. & W. Pig iron. 
No. 10219; p. 310. 

Nebraska-Iowa Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. of 
Lincoln, Omaha and Fremont vs. Mc- 
Adoo and Cc. B. & Q. et al. Fruits 
and vegetables. No. 10251; p. 613. 

Neosho Grocery Co., Kansas City, Mo., 
vs. Philadelphia & Reading, Wm. G. 
ee et al. Sugar. No. 10269; p. 

New Process Stove Co., Division of the 
American Stove Co., Cleveland, vs. N. 
Y. C. et al. Reparation. No. 10277; 
p. 1020. 

New Bedford (Mass.) Board of Com- 
merce, on behalf of New Bedford Ex- 
tractor Co., vs. McAdoo and N. Y. N. 
H. & H. et al. Coal. No. 10238; p. 


612. 

New Bedford (Mass.) Board of Com- 
merce for the Passaic Cotton Mills 
vs. Boston & Maine, McAdoo et al. 
Imported cotton. No. 10312; p. 1123. 

New Bedford (Mass.) Board of Trade, 


for J. C. Rhodes & Co., Inc., vs. New 
England S. S. and Wm. G. McAdoo. 
Eyelets. No. 10263; p. 1229. 


New Orleans, Natalbany & Natchez Ry. 
Co. vs. Ill. Cent. Hardwood-~- lumber. 
No. 10214; p. 254. 

New Orleans, Natalbany & Natchez R. 
R. Co. vs. Illinois Central & McAdoo. 
Switching. No. 10334; p. 1166. 

New Orleans (La.) Refining Co. vs. L. 
R. & N. Petroleum products. No. 
10205; p. 158. 

Norris Grain Co., Chicago, vs. Indiana 
Harbor Belt. Grain. No. 10261, Sub. 
i; p. 702. 

Northern Coal Co., St. Louis, vs. Mobile 
& Ohio and McAdoo. Coal cars. No. 
10244; p. 613. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. No. 9093; p. 700. 

Ohio Cities Gas Co., Columbus, vs. Mc- 
Adoo and P. & R. et al. Steel tank 
cars. No. 10252; p. 613. 

Orange (Tex.) Rice Milling Co. vs. Mc- 
ao et al. Rice bran. No. 10257; p. 


Paducah (Ky.) Boad of Trade and Pa- 


ducah Cooperage Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
Lumber. No. 10308; p. 1068. 
Page & Hill Co. vs.-C. St. P. M. & O. 


et al. Posts. No. 10216; p. 310. 
Pittsburgh Steel Co., Monessen, vs. P. 


& L. E. and McAdoo. Coal. No. 10275; 
p. 1020. 
Pittsburgh Steel Co. vs. Monongahela 


Ry. Co., McAdoo and P. & L. E. Coke. 
No. 10276: p. 1020. 

Portland (Ore.) Cattle Loan Co. = 
Oregon Short Line Ry. Co., Wm. 
ey et al. Live stock. No. 10321: 


p. 4 

Portland Feeder Co. vs. Oregon Short 
Line R. R., Wm. G. McAdoo. Cattle. 
Sub. No. 1. No. 10321; p. 1123. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. L. & N. Ry. 
Co. and W. G. McAdoo. Peanut oil. 
No. 10267; p. 1020. ° 

Public Service Commissions of Wash- 
ington, Oregon and Idaho vs. Amer- 
icon Ry. Express Co. Fruits, vegeta- 
bles, etc. No. 10230; p. 405. 

Public Service Commissions of Wash- 
ington, Oregon and Idaho vs. McAdoo, 
Director-General, and A. T. & S. F. 
et al. Classes and commodities. No. 
10229; p. 405. 

Quaker Oats Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al. 
Grain. Sub. No. 3. No. 10261; p. 
1020. 

Refinite Co. vs. C. & N. W. R. R. Co. 
Clay. No. 10200: p. 700. 

Roberts & Schaefer Co., Chicago, IIl., 
vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry., McAdoo et 
al. Machinery. No. 1036; p. 1269. 

Rope Paper Sack Bureau, Boston, vs. 
A. C. L., McAdoo et al. Grain prod- 
ucts. No. 10329; p. 1166. 

Rosenbaum Brothers vs. B. & O. Grain. 
Sob. No. 9. No. 10261; p. 1020. 





‘Rowland, James, & Co., New York, vs. 
D. 


L. & W. et al. No. 10209; 
p. 158. 

St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. B. 
& O. et al. Motion for dismissal of 
complaint on ground that rates, fares, 
ete., complained of are no longer in 
effect, being superseded by G. O. No. 
29. No. 10097; p. 158. 

St. Louis Independent Packing Co. vs. 
McAdoo. Live stock. No. 10340; p. 
1166. 

St. Onge, W. J. and W. E., doing busi- 
ness as Menominee White Cedar 
Co., Marinette, Wis., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. Posts. No. 10203; p. 158. 

Savage Tire Co., San Diego, Cal., vs. 
A. T. P. & S. F. Rubber tires. No. 
10278; p. 1020. 

Schram Glass Mfg. Co., 


Butter. 


St. Louis, vs 


A. T. & S. F., McAdoo et al. Fruit 
jars. No. 10343: p. 1166. 

Seaboard By-Product Coke Co., Sea- 
board, N. J., vs. Erie Co. et al. Coke. 
No. 10237; p. 612. 

Seaboard By-Product Coke Co., New- 
ark, N. J., vs. Delaware, ‘Lacka- 


wanna & Western, Wm. G. McAdoo 
et al. Coal. No. 10268; p. 1229. 
Shelvin-Hixon Co., Minneapolis, vs. Or- 
egon Trunk Ry. Co., McAdoo et al. 
Lumber. No. 10336; p. 1166. 
Sligo Iron Store Co., St. Louis, vs. 


Western Maryland et al. Soft coal 
slack. No. 10217; p. 254. 
Southeastern Refrigeration Charges. 


No. 10215; p. 700. 
Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn. et al., 
Louisville, Ky., vs. McAdoo and Ala- 


bama & Vicksburg Ry. Co. et al. 
Lumber. No. 10247; p. 613. 
Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill, vs. A. T. & 


cen” Ry. Co. Wool. No. 10282; p. 
Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., and Parma, 
O., vs. Wm. G. McAdoo. Manure. 


No. 10320; p. 1123. 
Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Wm. G. 


McAdoo. Live stock. No. 10325; p. 
1123. 

Three States Tie Co., Hastings, 7. 
and St. Elmo, Ill., vs. C. & I. 
Ties. No. 10293; p. 1068. 


Timmons, Ernest B., et al., Salisbury, 
Md., vs. Ealtimore, Chesapeake & 
Atlantic et al. Strawberries. No. 
10260; p. 1229. 

Trantum & Danzer, Hagerstown, Md., 
vs. N. Y. P. & N. et al. Lumber. No. 
10225; p. 310. 

Trexler Lumber Co., Allentown, Pa., vs. 
Tidewater & Western, McAdoo et al. 
Lumber. No. 10289; p. 1020. 


Union Lime Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. 
Cc. & N. W. Ry. Co. Crushed stone. 
No. 10279; p. 1020. 

U. S. Industrial Alcohol Co. et al., Har- 
vey, La., vs. Wm. G. McAdoo. Al- 
cohol. No. 10313; p. 1123. 

U. S. Industrial Alcohol Co. et al., New 
Orleans, La., vs. Wm. G. McAdoo. 
Alcohol in wood. No. 10323; p. 1123. 

United Verde Extension Mining Co., 
Jerome, Ariz., vs. McAdoo. Loco- 
motive. No. 10341; p. 1166. 

United Paperboard Co.. Ine., New York 
City, vs. Pa. R. R. Co., Wm. G. Mc- 
Adoo et al. Coal. No. 10354; p. 1229. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., New York 
City, vs. Maine Central Ry. Co... Wm. 
G. McAdoo et al. Wood pulpboard. 
No. 10355; p. 1229. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., New York 
City, vs. Erie Ry., Wm. G. McAdoo 
et al. Chip board. No. 10356; p. 1229. 

Virginia Coal & Iron Co. vs. McAdoo, 
Southern et al. Iron ore. No. 10234; 
p. 405. 

Wadhams Oil Co. et al., Milwaukee, vs. 
Cc. & N. W. Gasoline. No. 10274; 
p. 1020. 

Watertown Sash & Door Co. and the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the State of South Dakota, vs. A. T. 
& S. F. Ry. Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et 
al. Plate and window glass. No. 
10242; p. 1229. 

Wattis Coal Co. vs. Utah Ry. Co. Coal. 
No. 10228; p. 700. 

Weissbaum, G., & Co., San Francisco, 
Cal., vs. Oregon-Washington R. R. & 
Nav. Co. et al. Scrap iron., No. 10280; 
p. 1020. 

Western Meat Co., South San Fran- 
cisco, vs. South San Francisco Belt 
Ry. Co. et al., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. 
Packing house products. No. 10326; 
p. 1123. 

Wilbur Lumber Co. et al., Milwaukee 
and elsewhere, vs. McAdoo and A. T. 
& S. F. et al. Coal. No. 10245; p. 613. 


} 











Congleton, A, F.; 


Cotton basing rates; 


Cummins bill 


Davant, J. S.; 
Davis, ‘James aes 


DECISIONS OF 





Wis., vs. Mc- 


Willar, H. R., Kimberly, 
Book pa- 


Adoo and Sou. Pac. et al. 
per. No. 10235; p. 470. 
Wittenberg-King Co., Portland, Ore., 
vs. Great Northern, McAdoo et al. 

Cull apples. No. 10331; p. 1166. 
World Publishing Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. 


A. T. & S. F. News print paper. No. 
10309; p. 1068. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. Oregon Short Line. Scrap 
car Wheels. No. 10295; p. 1068. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. Ill. Cent. Old rails. No. 
10296; p. 1068. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. Southern. Rails. No. 10305; 
p. 1068. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 


Louis, vs. St. L.-S. F. et al. Petition 

for rehearing. No. 8244; p. 254. 
Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 

Louis, Mo., vs. B. & O. W. R. R. Co., 


Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Old rails and 
angle bars. No. 10322; p. 1123. 
Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 


Louis, vs. Southern & McAdoo. Rails, 


angle and splice bars. No. 10328; p. 
1123. 
Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 


Louis, vs. C. B. & Q., McAdoo et al. 


Old rails and fasteners. No. 10330; 
p. 1166. 
Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 


‘Louis, Mo., vs. Oregon Short Line R. 


R. Co., Wm. G. McAdoo et al. Steel 
piling. No. 10270; p. 1229. 
Conference ruling (reparation); made 


necessary by Supreme Court decision in 
Louisville cement case;’ p. 


143. 
Conference ruling; Rulings 409, 463, 497 


ee: average agreement; pp. 885, 
07. 
freight claim troubles; 


p. 543 


Cotton; movement and handling of, etc.; 


pp. 902, 956, 1121. 
by J. W. Keogh; 


p. 545 


Cottonseed _—— rates; order of Director- 


General; 


554. 
Courtesy w ‘the public; pp. 246, 298, 359, 


376, 388. 


Crosland, G. M.; ec chief of tariff 


bureau; pp. 554, 662 

repealing 10th sect. of 
—— control law; pp. 917, 958, 981, 
1062. 


Damage, measure of; decision in McCaull- 


Dinsmore Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; p. 599. 


Dangerous articles; transportation of; p. 


910. 


Daniels, Commissioner; address to N. A. 


Rg. U.. Cp. 3 
uniform scale; p. 1268. 
general solicitor, ii & 


N. W. and C. St. P. M. & O.; p. 


Daylight saving; pp. 478, 558, 736, 990 and 


1135 (report of I. C. C. on ‘standard 


time zone investigation). 


INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are 


indexed by title where there is a com- 
plainant. 
indexed by the commodity or subject 
affected.) 


Where there is none they are 


Advance Bag Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9666; paper bags (51 I. C. 
C., 467-468). Dec. 21, p. 1182. 

Advance Lumber Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
case 9539; pine lumber (51 I. C. C., 
149-150). Sept. 28, p. 628. 

7Etna Explosives Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9981 (51 I. C. C., 11-14). Charges 
assessed on certain shipments of sul- 
phuric acid, in tank cars, from points 
of production in the southeast to Em- 
porium, Sinnemahoning, Mount Union 
and Oakdale, Pa., found to have been 
unreasonable. Reparation awarded. 
Sept. 14, p. 521. 

Alliance Coal & Coke Co. et al. vs. C. 
& S. et al.; case 8289; coal (51 I. C. 
C., 392-394). Dec. 21, p. 1175. 

American Cyanamid Co. vs. Mich. Cent. 
et al.; case 8841; also 3 sub. num- 
bers; cyanamid (51 I. C. C., 236-240). 
Nov. 2, p. 847. 

American Bridge Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H. et al.;, case 9362; aS glass (51 
I. C. C., 181-182). Oct. 26, p. 790. 

American Refining Co. vs. ‘St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 9300; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 461, 627, 796, 799; fuel oil (51 I. 
Cc. C., 179-180). Oct. 26, p. 791. 
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American Sheet and Tin Plate Co. vs. 
N. Y. C. et al.; case 9576; dolomite (51 
Zz Cc: C.. 187-188). Oct. 26, p. 791. 

Anderson- Tully Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 5537; box shooks (50 I. C. Cc. 
553-554). "Aug. 3, p. 217. 

Anderson-Theobald Co. vs. Vandalia et 
al.; case 8743; sand and gravel (50 
I. C. C., 596-597). Aug. 3, p. 217. 

Ansted & Burk Co. va. & C. CG. . St. 
L. et al.; case 9601; wheat (50 I. C. 
C., 371-374). July 13, p. 65. 

Armour & Co. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; 
case 9936; sulphate of potash (51 I. ro 
C., 233- 235). Nov. 2, p. 848. 


Armour & Co. vs. Boston & Albany et 
al.; case 9729 (51 I. C. C., 244- 247). 
Charges collected on dressed beef, in 
carloads, from certain points in Illi- 
nois, Kansas, Texas, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, Iowa and Canada to Boston, 
Mass., there stored, and subsequently 
exported to France, not shown to 
have been illegal or unreasonable, but 
found to have been unduly prejudicial. 
Reparation denied and complaint dis- 
missed. Nov. 16, p. 945. 

Atlanta Freight Bureau et al. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 8748 (50 I. C. C., 397- 
403). Rate of 56 cents per 100 pounds 
applicable on green coffee, in carloads, 
from New Orleans, La., to Atlanta, 
Ga., found unreasonable to the extent 
that it exceeded 48 cents per 100 
pounds. Reparation awarded. July 
6, p. 12. 

Aurora, Elgin & Chicago vs. ind. Har- 
bor Belt; case 9488 (51 I. C. C., 331- 
334). Defendant’s charges for switch- 
ing cars to and from the point of 
connection between its line and com- 
plainant’s, at Bellewood, Ill., not 
found to be unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, or unduly prejudicial. 
Complaint dismissed. Dec. 7, p. 1088. 

Automobile bodies; classification of; see 
classification; p. 121. 


Bainbridge Oil Co. vs. M. & B. et al.; 
case 8772 (51 I. C. C., 9-10). Rates 
legally applicable on cottonseed, in 
carloads, from certain points in Flor- 
ida to Bainbridge, Ga., found unrea- 
sonable on rehearing and reparation 
found due. Sept. 7, p. 491. 


Ball Bros. Glass Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Cc. Cc. C. & St. L. et al.; case 8895; 
also sub. No. 1. Muncie & Western 
mC. C8 Bt hk. ot a. Ce EE; 
C., 418-422). Finding in In re Muncie 
& Western R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C., 510, 
that the Muncie & Western R. R. is a 
common carrier and that the refusal 
of the trunk lines serving Muncie to 
absorb the switching charges of the 
Muncie & Western to and from Ball 
Brothers’ glass works and Gill 
Brothers’ clay pot works, while con- 
temporaneously absorbing equal or 
higher switching charges of the Mun- 
cie Belt and the Lake Erie Belt to 
and from the same industries is un- 
duly prejudicial adhered to. Repara- 
tion denied. Dec. 21, p. 1177. 


Barber & Co., Inc., vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9639 (51 I. C. C., 194-196). 
Demurrage and track-storage charges 
at New York, N. Y., on a part car- 
load of machinery from Springfield, 
Ohio, found legally applicable and not 
shown to have been unreasonable or 
otherwise in violation of the act. 
Complaint dismissed. Nov. 2, p. 841. 


Barteldes Seed Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; cases 9864 and 9867; grass 
seed (51 I. C. C., 111-113). Sept. 28, 
p. 627. 

Bath, F. P., & Co. vs. Ft. Worth & Rio 
Grande et al.; case 8812; cotton (51 
I. C. C., 129-130). Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Bissell Carpet Sweeper Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 9937; carpet sweepers and 
vacuum cleaners (51 Cc. C., 479- 
481). Dec. 21, p. 1182. 

Block, W. G., Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 9457 (50 I. C. C., 469-473). 
Rates on coal, in carloads, from mines 
in Illinois to Muscatine, Iowa, not 
shown to be unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory or unduly prejudicial. 
Complaint dismissed. July 13, p. 73. 

Boldt, Charles, Co., vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 9903; glass bottles (51 I. C. C., 
491-492). Dec. 28, p. 1239. 

Bonners Ferry Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
G. N. et al.; case 9419; lumber (51 
I. C. C., 221-224). Nov. 2, p. 846. 

Bowman & Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 8993; eggs (51 I. C. C., 177-178). 

Oct. 26, p. 783. 


Bruer, W. T.. & Son vs. N. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 8572; cedar posts and poles 
(51 I. C. C., 25-27). Sept. 21, p. 577. 

Butterworth-Judson Corporation et al. 
vs. Adams Express; case 10005; col- 
lection and delivery service (51 I. C. 
C., 386-389). Dec. 14, p. 1135. 

Byrd acne. Lumber Co. et al. vs. 

W. et al.; case 7295; lumber 

(61 « No. C., 456-458). Dec. 21, p. 


1175. 

Callaway Fuel Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 9654; coal (51 I. C. C., 
227-229). Nov. 2, p. 847. 

California Canneries Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 9728 (51 I. C. C., 500-504). L Re- 
fusal of the Southern Pacific Co., hav- 
ing the line haul, to absorb switching 
charges on interstate noncompetitive 
traffic destined to the complainant’s 
plant on the terminals of another 
trunk line in San Francisco, while at 
the same time absorbing the switch- 
ing charges on similar traffic to ine 
plant of a competitor on a belt line 
owned and operated at that point by 
the state of California, found to sub- 
ject the complainant to undue and 
unreasonable prejudice and disadvan- 
tage. 2. The trunk lines serving San 
Francisco being unified and coordi- 
nated under Federal control, there is 
no basis for any distinction between 
competitive and noncompetitive traffic. 
3. Reparation denied. Dec. 28, p. 1241. 

California Walnut Growers’ Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & R. et al.; case 9572; walnuts 
and almonds (50 I. C. C., 558-571). 
Aug. 3, p. 217. 

Cameron, W., & Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9421 (51 I. C. C., 18- 
20). Rate on common window glass, 
carload, from Okmulgee, Okla., to 
Waco, Tex., found reasonable. Rep- 
aration awarded. Oct. 26, p. 785. 

Cape Girardeau Commercial Club et al. 
vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 9869; Same 
vs. C. & E. I. et al.; case 9869, sub. 
as = (51 I. C. C., 105-107). Oct. 19, 

Cardwell, M. W., Cc. R.L & P. et 
al.; case 8597 EL Le C., 390-392). 
Former finding that the movement of 
certain carloads of apples from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Kansas City, Kan., 
and return in the course of trans- 
portation from Eugene to Kansas 
City, Mo., was an unwarranted, un- 
called for and unnecessary service re- 
versed on rehearing. The shipments 
involved found to have consisted of 
cull or windfall apples, and the rate 
charged thereon found to have been 
unreasonable. Reparation awarded. 
Dec. 21, p. 1175. 

Carnegie Steel Co. vs. Lake Terminal 
et al.; see National Tube Co. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; July 13, p. 65. 

Carr, Chas. F., et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; oe 9862; emigrant movables 
(51 I. C., 205-208). Oct. 26, p. 783. 

Carroll, $: E., & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9581; cattle (51 I. C. 
C., 395-396). Dec. 21, p. 1175. 

Central Foundry Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 9872; iron pipe (51 I. C. C., 101- 
102). Sept. 28, p. 627. 

Central Pennsylvania Lumber Co. vs. 
Tionesta Valley et al.: case 9994; lum- 
ber (51 I. C. C., 465-466). Dec. 21, 
p 1175. 

Chapir. Sacks Mfg. Co. vs. Pere Mar- 
quette et al.; case 9595; condensed 
milk (51 I. ron C., 443-446). Dec. 28, 
p. 1239. 

Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick 
Co. vs. Belt Ry. Co. of Chattanooga et 
al.; case 9609; demurrage and switch- 
ing (51 I. C. C., 447-448). Dec. 28, p. 


Chicago Lumber & Coal Co. vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 9369; lumber (50 I. C. C., 
481-482). Julv 20, p. 122. 

Cincinnati Grain and Hay Co. vs. P. C. 
Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 9746 (51 I. C. 
C., 248-249). Rate on bulk shelled 
corn, in carloads, from Rushville, Ind., 
to Pocahontas, Va., and reconsigned 
to Baltimore, Md., for export, found 
to have been unreasonable. Repara- 
tion awarded. Nov. 9, p. 886. 


Classification of automobile bodies; I. & 
S. 1145 (50 I. C. C., 309-313). (1) Pro- 
posed increased rating in Official Clas- 
sification, in so far as it would exceed 
three times first class, and proposed 
individual minimum weight, on pas- 
senger automobile bodies 36 inches or 
less in height, in less than carloads, 
found not justified. (2) Proposed in- 

creased rating of four times first 








class, subject to individual minimum 
weight of 1,000 pounds, on passenger 
automobile bodies exceeding 36 inches 
in height, in less os sorttees. found 
justified. July 20, p. _ 

Cleveland Provision Bo 4 B. & O. 
al.; case 9136 (50 I. C. C., 612- B19), 
Charges for the movement of peddler 
ears from Cleveland, Ohio, to points 
in Central Freight Association and 
Trunk Line territories found unrea- 
oes unduly prejudicial. Aug. 

Colcnial Navigation Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H.; case 5733; through route with 
boat line (50 I. C. C., 625-633). Sept. 
7, p. 489. 

Concrete Engineering Co. vs. P. Co. et 
al.; case 9725; forms for concrete con- 
struction (51 I. C. C., 423-424). Dee. 
14, p. 1135. 

Condie- ~—e Glass and Paint Co. vs. 
- R. & P. et al.; case 9448 (50 

Cc. co ” 607-609). Charges on a less- 
hae carload shipment of finished 

metal molding transported from St. 
Louis, Mo., to El Paso, Tex., on 
which charges were assessed on basis 
of the first-class rate and minimum 
weight of 4,000 pounds because it was 
too long to be loaded through the side 
door of an ordinary 36-foot box car, 
not found unreasonable. 
dismissed. Aug. 17, p. 321. 

Crossett Lumber Co.; Inc., vs. Ark. & 
La. Midland et al.; case 9555; lumber 
(51 I. C. C., 438-440). Dec. 28, D. 1239. 

Darby Coal Sales Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
9961; fifteenth sect. ap. 3402; coal (51 
I. C. C., 370-372). Dec. 14, 1135. 

Davis Sewing Machine Co. x al. vs. 
P. C. C. & St. L. et al.; case 8568; also 
Sub. No. 1, same vs. same; sewing 
machines (51 I. C. C., 441-442). Dee. 
28, p. 1239. 

Davis Sewing Machine Co. vs. P. C. C. 
& St. L.; case 9615 (51 I. C. C., 191- 
193). Demurrage charges collected at 
Dayton, Ohio, for the detention of in- 
terstate carload shipments found to 
have been legally applicable and not 
shown to have been unreasonable or 
unjustly discriminatory. Complaint 
dismissed. Nov. 2, p. 843. 

Delaware Punch Co. of Texas vs. I. & 
G. N. et al.; case 9176; Delaware 
punch syrup (51 I. C. C., 143-144). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Dewey Bros. Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 9676; distillers’ ~— grain (51 
. &. 4 160- 162). Nov. 2, p. 845. 

Diamond Lumber Co. vs. 2 M. & St. 
P.; case 9569 (51 I. C. C., 78-89). (1) 
The complainant’s allegations of un- 
reasonableness and undue preference 
in the distribution of defendant’s log- 
ging cars on its Superior division dur- 
ing times of car shortage held not to 
be sustained. (2) The situation as to 
coal cars differentiated and conclu- 
sion reached that the distribution of 
these logging cars by fixed rules 
would be impracticable, and that the 
discretion of the chief train dispatcher 
or other employe of the defendant 
must finally govern upon the facts of 
this case. (3) The record affords no 
lawful basis for requiring defendant 
to equip flat cars engaged in the log- 
ging traffic on its Superior division 
with bunks and chains, or with pat- 
ented stakes for securing the load. 
(4) Complaint dismissed. Sept. 21, p. 
577. 

Dimmitt-Caudle- Smith Live Stock Com- 
mission Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9131 (51 I. C. C., 71-77). In 
its original report the ‘Commission 
found among other things that the 

maintenance ~ of rules for the free re- 
turn transportation of caretakers ac- 
companying one-car shipments of cat- 
tle, calves, hogs and sheep from 
points in Missouri to East St. Louis 
and National Stock Yards, Ill., on the 
one hand, different from those appli- 
cable to St. Louis, Mo., on the other, 
was unduly prejudicial to East St. 
Louis and National Stock Yards and 
shippers therein, and ordered the dis- 
crimination removed. Upon rehear- 
ing, Held: That the reasonable rule 
for the transportation of caretakers 
accompanying one-car shipments of 
cattle, calves, hogs and sheep from 
Missouri points to East St. Louis and 
National Stock Yards is to provide for 
their free transportation to market 
only. Sept. 28, p. 625. 

Dow Chemical Co. vs. Pere Marquette 

et al.; case 9424; storage charges on 


Complaint - 
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eae (51 I. C. C., 1-3). Sept. 7, 

D. a 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder 
Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 9731; 
sulphuric acid (51 I. C. C., 453-454). 
Dec. 21, p. 1181. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder 
Co. vs. P. B. & W. et al.; case 10082; 
sulphuric acid (51 I. C. c., 477-478). 
Dec. 21, p. 1175. 

Eastern Shore of Va. Produce Exchange 
et al. vs. A. & St. L.; case 9690 (50 
| ets SE 436-447). Joint rates on 
vegetables, in carload lots, from 
wharves on the eastern shore of Vir- 
ginia by boat to Baltimore and Cris- 
field, Md., and thence by rail to west- 
ern, northern and eastern points, 
found to be not unreasonable or un- 
duly prejudicial. Complaint dismissed. 
July 20, p. 126. 

Empire Refineries, Inc., vs. St. L-S. F. 
et al.; case 9640; fuel oil (51 1. C. C., 
151-152). Sept. 28, p. -. 

Empress Coal Co. vs. O.-W. R. e & 
Nav. Co. et al.; case 9177 (51 I. C., 
345-350). Rates on coal in ens 
from Empress mine, Wash., to Port- 
land, Ore., and certain other points 
in Oregon, not found unduly preju- 
dicial. Dec. 7, p. 1085 

Express franks; in re issuance and use 
of passes, franks and free_passenger 
service; case 4662 (50 I. C. C., 599- 
604). (1) The free transportation of 
property upon franks issued by ex- 
press companies to their officers and 
employes or to the officers and em- 
ployes of other common carriers in 
exchange for passes or franks of such 
common carriers held to be unlawful. 
(2) The principle announced on July 
20, 1917, in Conference Ruling 513 re- 
affirmed. Aug. 10, p. 265. 

Express rates; in re increase in; ex 
parte 64 (51 I. C. C., 263-272). At his 
request, made under Section 8 of the 
federal control act, certain data and 
recommendations regarding a pro- 
posed increase in express rates re- 
ported upon for the Director-General 
of Railroads. Nov. 2, p. 839. 

Fechheimer Steel & iron Co. vs. P. R. 
R. et al.; case 9378; scrap iron (51 
I. C. C., 183-184). Nov. 2, p. 847. 

Felder, K. T., vs. Southern; case 9934; 
feldspar (51 I. C. C., 124-125). Sept. 
28, p. 627. 

Forked Deer Milling Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 9707; corn (50 I. C. C., 
573-574). Aug. 10, p. 265. 

Fort Smith Commission Co. vs. Midland 
he et al.; case 9911: potatoes (51 

C., 489-490). Dec. bs p. 1240. 

a A, Mfg. Co. vs. W. P. et al.; 

case 9693; mustard seed oil (51 I. C. 


C., 225- 226). Nov. 2, p. 847. 
Galigher Machinery Co. vs. B. & O. S. 
W. et al.; case 8080; electrical ma- 


ang (50 I. C. C., 448-449). July 

Dd. 

Gersch, H. W., vs. N. Y. N. H. & H.; 
case 8706 (50 I. C. C., 486-488). De- 
fendant’s fares between Providence, 

I., and Touisset, South Swansea 
and Fall River, Mass., not shown to 
be unreasonable, but found to be un- 
duly prejudicial as compared with the 
fares between Providence and Bristol, 
R. I. Undue prejudice ordered re- 
moved. July 27, p. 174. 

Getz, M., & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 9730; cake uggs (St t.. CSC. 
454-455). Dec. 28, p. 

Good-Hopkins Lumber te vs. G. 
al.; case 9858 (51 I. C. C., 99- M00). 
Charges on two carloads of pine lum- 
ber from Wahkiakus, Wash., to Van- 
dalia and Dodson, Mont., not shown 
to have been unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory. Complaint dismissed. 
Sept. 28, p. 625. 

Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada— 
ownership and operation of Detroit 
River car ferries; case 7055; in re con- 
trol of water carriers by rail car- 
riers (51 I. C. C., 436-438). Upon ap- 
plication of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Co. of Canada, under the provisions 
of section 5 of the Act to regulate 
commerce as amended by the Panama 
Canal act, to continue its ownership 
and operation of certain car ferry- 
boats plying on the Detroit River, 
Held: 1. That the existence of para- 
Neling rail lines of petitioner and 

_ paralleling all-rail routes in which 
petitioner participates makes it pos- 
sible for petitioner to compete with its 
ferryboats. 2. That the existing spe- 
cified service by water is being oper- 


ated in the interest of the public and 
is of advantage to the convenience 
and commerce of the people, and that 
an extension thereof will neither ex- 
clude, prevent, nor reduce competition 
on the route by water under consid- 
eration. Dec. 21, p. 


Gulf Refining Co. of La. Ree L. & N. et 


al.; case 8586 (51 I. C. 4-6). Rates 
on gasoline and other yo Pue. petro- 
leum oils, in carloads, from Mobile, 
Ala., to Chattanooga and Knoxville, 
Tenn., and from Gretna, La., to Mo- 
bile and Gadsden, Ala., and Knoxville, 
found to have been’ unreasonable. 
Reparation awarded. Sept. 7, p. 490. 


Gulfport Fertilizer Co., K. C. Hall, les- 


& N.; case 9458; pyrites 


see, vs. 
‘July 20, 


ore (50 I. C. C., 432-434). 


p. 122. 
Guyton & Harrington Mule Co. vs. L. & 


N. et al.; case 9298 (50 I. C. C., 546- 
553). (1) For many years prior to 
March 21, 1916, defendants’ exclusive 
live stock depot in Nashville, Tenn., 
was the old stock yards, on Seven- 
teenth Avenue. No tariff effective at 
the time showed that fact. About 
that date the location of the exclusive 
live stock depot of the defendants was 
changed to the new stock yards, on 
Second Avenue, but no tariffs showed 
that fact until September 15, 1916. 
During the interim a tariff of one of 
the defendants became effective July 
25, 1916, which showed the location of 
its exclusive live stock depot as the 
old stock yards, on Seventeenth Ave- 
nue. The change in location of de- 
fendants’ exclusive live stock depot 
made it necessary for complainant to 
drive mules a mile and a half through 
the city between the old and new lo- 
cations during the period from March 
21, 1916, to December 21, 1916. From 
late in 1914 until September 15, 1916, 
both defendants in their filed tariffs 
had shown complainant as an indus- 
try located at and entitled to be 
served through the old stock yards on 
Seventeenth Avenue. Held: The de- 
nial of service to complainant at the 
old stock yards prior to September 15, 
1916, was the taking away of a privi- 
lege or facility granted by tariff and 
was a rule, regulation or practice 
which changed, affected and deter- 
mined the value of the service ren- 
dered to the complainant as shipper 
and consignee. (2) The new stock 
yards were constructed and are main- 
tained mainly for the handling of ani- 
mals intended for slaughter, such as 
cattle, sheep and hogs; they were not 
and are not adequate or safe for the 
receipt, handling or delivery of draft 
animals, such as horses and mules, 
but, in the absence of a claim and 
showing of unjust discrimination or 
undue prejudice, the Commission has 
no power to require defendants to 
provide either adequate or safe stock 
yard facilities. (3) Complainant is 
entitled to reparation for the charges 
paid and borne by it for the driving 
of mules between its yards and barns, 
adjoining the old stock yards, and the 
new stock yards during the period 
from March 21, 1916, to September 15, 
1916, because the act of the defend- 
ants in denying complainant the serv- 
ices at the old stock yards offered by 
their tariffs was illegal. Other claims 
of complainant for reparation disal- 
lowed. Aug. 3, p. 224 


Harmon, F. S., & Co. Vs. N. Y. N. H. 


& H. et al.; case 9191; iron rods (50 
I. C. C., 455-456). July 20, p. 123. 


Harmon, F. S., & Co. vs. N. Y. O. & 


W. et al.; case 9307; baby walkers 
(50 I. C. C., 451-453). July 20, p. 123. 


Heated car rules; I. & S. 1155 (50 I. C. 


C., 620-625). Under their present 
tariff rules the respondents are liable 
for loss or damage due to frost, freez- 
ing or overheating, not the direct re- 
sult of actionable negligence of the 
shipper, when, at the request of the 
shipper, and for a charge in addition 
to the rate, the carriers furnish pro- 
tection to perishable commodities 
against heat or cold. <A _ proposed 
amendment intended to relieve the 
respondents of liability for loss or 
damage to protected shipments be- 
tween points in the United States and 
points in the Dominion of Canada 
found to have been unlawful as to 
traffic from points in the United 
States to destinations in Canada. The 
determination of the propriety of the 





. 





proposed new tariff rule applicable to 

shipments from points in Canada to 

destinations in the United States left 

ig n ML. Canadian commission. Aug. 
71 


sieht Powder Co. vs. C. G. W 


. et 
al.; case 9811; toluol (51 I. C. C., 230- 
232). Nov. 2, p. 847. 


Hercules Powder Co. vs. N. & W. et al.; 


case 9871; nitrocellulose (51 I. C. Cc. 
427-428). Dec. 21, p. 1175. 


—— Morris, & Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. 


H. et al.; case 9474; 
mass (51 I. C. C., 118-120). 
p. 846. 


spent iron 
Nov. 2, 


Higgins, A. J., Lumber & Export Co. 


vs. N. O. G. N. et al.; case 9918 (51 
I. C. C., 214-215). In January, 1917, 
three carloads of lumber billed to 
Herrick, Ill., were forwarded from 
points in Louisiana. They were held 
at Ramsey, Ill., on the tracks of the 
Toledo, St. Louis & Western R. R. 
for reconsignment. Orders to recon- 
sign them to Toronto, Can., were fur- 
nished by complainant within the free 
time allowed for that purpose. That 
carrier refused to reconsign these 
shipments, alleging as a reason for its 
refusal that Toronto was under an 
embargo. Demurrage was collected 
for the time these shipments were 
held at Ramsey, although the demur- 
rage tariff contained no provisions for 
such charges. Reparation awarded. 
Nov. 2, p. 844 


Holt Manufacturing Co., Inc., et al. vs. 


S. P. et al.; case 9699; steel grease 
a I. C. C., 397-398). Dec. 14, 
p. 


Humphrey Brick & Tile Co. vs. P. R. R. 


et al.; case 9876 (50 I. C. C., 457- 
465). (1) In establishing the boundary- 
lines of groups, carriers should follow 
some measure or principle, such as 
radial or operating distance, competi- 
tion, character of freight, physical 
features of the country, and the loca- 
tion of transportation lines. (2) 
Rates’ on clay hollow building blocks 
in carloads, from Brookville, Pa., to 
Atlantic seaboard cities and points 
taking same rates, found to be unduly 
prejudicial to the extent that they ex- 
ceed the rates from certain other 
points in the same clay zone to the 
same destinations. July 20, p. 129. 


Hutton & Bourbonnair Co. vs. Southern 


et al.; case 9513; lumber (50 I. C. C., 
434-435). July 20, p. 122. 


—_—s Supply and Construction Co. vs. 


Cc. a L. et al.; case 9334; brick 
(50 7 é. 449-450). July 20, p. 123. 


Inland Steal’ ‘Co. vs. Ind. Harbor Belt 


et al.; cases 9820 and sub. 1; sheet 
ro (51 I. C. C., 97-98). Sept. 28, p. 


International Purchasing Co. vs. A. C. 


& Y. et al.; case 9283 (51 I. C. C., 

163-166). Sixth-class rating on paper 
makers’ fibers, comprising waste pa- 
per, rags, jute waste, flax mill sweep- 
ings, old bagging (cut in pieces), rope 
mill sweepings and junk (old rope and 
cordage) in carloads from and to cer- 
tain points in Official Classification 
territory not shown to have been un- 


reasonable. Complaint dismissed. 
Nov. 2, p. 842. 
Interstate Molasses Co. vs. Morgan’s 


La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al.; 
case 9439; molasses (51 I. C. C., 147- 
148). Sept. 28, p. 628. 


Iten Biscuit Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 


case 9163 (50 I. C. C., 724-727). Rates 
on crackers, cookies and wafers, in 
less than carloads, from Omaha, Neb., 
to certain points in Kansas, and on 
empty cracker cans, in less than car- 
loads, returned to Omaha from the 
same Kansas points, found to have 
been violative of the long-and-short- 
haul rule of Section 4 of the act. In 
the absence of proof of unreasonable- 
ness and damage reparation denied 
— complaint dismissed. Aug. 31, p. 


Johnson City (Tenn.) Chamber of Com- 


merce vs. Southern et al.; case 7865; 
15th sect. aps. 366 and 367; discrimi- 
nation ordered removed; (50 I. C. C., 
605-606). Aug. 10, p. 265. 


Johnson Service Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 


al.; case 7964 (50 I. C. C., 361-366). 
(1) Rates legally applicable on iron 
dampers, in crates in less than car- 
loads, from Milwaukee, Wis., to vari- 
ous points in Western Classification 
territory found unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded the third- 
class rates contemporaneously in 
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effect. (2) Third-class rates con- 
temporaneously in effect from Mil- 
waukee to points in Illinois Classifi- 
eation territory found to have been 
reasonable on iron dampers, in crates 
in less than carloads, from and to 
those points. (3) The establishment 
of commodity rates lower than the 
class basis on dampers, in less than 
carloads, from Milwaukee to certain 
Pacific Coast points not justified. (4) 
Rates legally applicable on _ iron 
damper closers, in less than carloads, 
from Milwaukee to points in Western, 
Illinois, Canadian and Official Classifi- 
cation territories, not shown to have 


been unreasonable or unduly preju- | 


dicial. (5) Rates on thermostats, in 
less than carloads, from Milwaukee to 
points in Western and Canadian Clas- 
sification territories not shown to 
have been unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. First-class rating found 
to have been reasonable on this arti- 
cle, in less than carloads, from Mil- 
waukee to points in Illinois Classifi- 
cation territory. (6) Reparation 
awarded. July 6, p. 13. 


Johnston, J. R., vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 9229 (51 I. C. C., 356-363). 
1. Rates on hides, wool and tallow, in 
less than carloads, from certain points 
in Oklahoma and Texas to Wichita, 
Kan., not shown unjustly discriming- 
tory, unduly prejudicial or unreason- 
able, except in cases where the 
through rates exceeded the aggregates 
of the intermediate rates contempo- 
raneously in effect over the routes 
of movement. In such cases repara- 
tion awarded. 2. Rates on hides, wool 
and tallow, in less than carloads, from 
certain points on St. Louis-San Fran- 
cisco Railway in Oklahoma to Wichita 
found unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded the rates formerly in 
effect. Reparation awarded. 3. Au- 
thority granted the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway Company 
under the fourth section of the act to 
maintain rates on the commodities 
mentioned from Ardmore, Okla., to 
Wichita the same as those contempo- 
raneously in effect over the direct 
line of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Railway, and to maintain higher 
rates from intermediate points east 
and south of Stuart, Okla., subject 
to certain conditions. Other fourth 
section relief denied. Dec. 7, p. 1079. 


Jones & Dunn vs. St. L. I. M. & S. et 
al.; case 9480; lumber (51 I. C. C., 
339-344). Dec. 7, p. 1079. 


Kaw River Sand & Material Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 9718 (51 I. C. 
C., 350-355). Upon complaint that 
charges of defendants for transpor- 
tation of sand in carloads from com- 
plainant’s plant at Turner on the line 
of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, 
1% miles west of the Kansas City, 
Mo.-Kan., switching limits, to points 
within 150 miles of Kansas City, on 
lines of defendants other than the 
Santa Fe, are unreasonable and un- 
duly prejudicial. Held: 1. Defend- 
ants, by maintaining a basis of 
charges from producing points at 
which complainant’s competitors are 
located, within or adjacent to the 
Kansas City switching district, to 
points on defendants’ lines within 150 
miles from Kansas City, lower than 
they contemporaneously maintain 
from Turner, unduly and unreason- 
ably prejudice the complainant and 
unduly and unreasonably prefer its 
said competitors. 2. Defendants, by 
maintaining a basis of charges from 
complainant’s plant on shipments to 
points on lines other than the Santa 
Fe, higher than they contemporane- 


ously maintain on shipments from’ 


that plant to points on the Santa Fe, 
unduly and unreasonably prejudice 
complainant. 3. The undue prejudice 
ordered removed. Dec. 7, p. 1083 


Kentucky Lumber Co., Inc., vs. St. L.- 
S. F. et al.; case 9805; lumber (51 
I. C. C., 203-204). Oct. 26, p. 790. 

Kentucky Peerless Distilling Co. vs. L. 
H. & St. L. et al.; case 9888; alcohol 
(51 I. C. C., 209-210). Nov. 2, p. 845. 

Knopke Bros. vs. C. & A. et al.; case 
9249 (50 I. C. C., 465-468). Rate on 
Spanish cedar cigar-box lumber, in 
carloads, from Brooklyn, N. Y., to 
Denver, Colo., found to have been un- 
reasonable. Reparation awarded. 
July 20, p. 124. 








Lamb-Fish Lumber Co. vs. Y. & M. V. 
et al.; case 8384 (51 I. C. C., 6-8). 
Certain carload shipments of gum and 
oak lumber from Charleston, Miss., to 
Chicago, Ill., found to have been mis- 
routed. Reparation awarded. Sept. 
7, p. 491. 

Lay, Charles, et al. vs. American Ex- 
press et al.; case 9929; sub. No. 1, 
Same vs. same; fish (51 I. C. C., 373- 
375). Dec. 14, p. 1135. 

Lehigh Coal & ‘Navigation Co. vs. P. R. 
R. Co. et al.; case 9706 (50 I. C. C., 
543-545). Refund of the actual ex- 
pense incurred by complainant, under 
an agreement with the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company, in _ furnishing 
barges and other equipment for the 
delivery of anthracite coal at destina- 
tions on or reached via the Delaware 
& Raritan Canal, authorized. Aug. 3, 


Dp. ° 

Little Rock Freight Bureau vs. Mo. Pac. 
et al.; case 9815; oak heading (51 I. 
C. C., 23-24). Sept. 21, p. 577. 

Locust Mountain Coal Co. vs. L. V.; 
case 8982; coal (51 I. C. C., 137-138). 
Nov. 2, p. 845. 

Loretz, Pegram & Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 9741; peaches (51 I. C. C., 158- 
160). Nov. 2, p. 845. | 

Louisville Cement Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 5356 (50 I. C. C., 538-539). Find- 
ings in the original report modified in 
accordance with decision of Supreme 
Court of the United States in Louis- 
ville Cement Co. ys. Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, decided April 29, 
1918, and reparation awarded in that 
portion of claim previously held 
barred. July 27, p. 175. 


Loveland & Hinyan Co. vs. D. & H. et} 


o.;: cage S00i Gi LC. C., 15-29). 
Rates for the transportation of car- 
load shipments of potatoes from cer- 
tain points in Ia to Pittsburgh, Scran- 
ton and Wilkes-Barre, Pa., in October, 
1915, found to have been unreason- 
able and reparation-awarded. Sept. 
14, p. 522. . 

Lowe, Geo. A., Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 5689; minimum charge on 
bulky articles (50 I. C. C., 403-404). 
July 13, p. 65. 

Loyd, F. W., vs. A. & C. et al.; case 
9816; lumber (51 I. C. C., 121-123). 
Oct. 26, p. 791. 

Lumbermen’s Assn. of Chicago et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 9924 (51 I. C. 
C., 431-435). By complaint filed Oct. 
24, 1917, rates on lumber, in carloads, 
from Chicago, Ill., to points in Central 
Freight Association and Eastern Trunk 
Line territories are attacked as being 
unreasonable and unduly prejudicial. 
Held: 1. Effective June 25, 1918, the 
Director General of Railroads, in ex- 
ercise of powers conferred upon the 
President by the Federal control act, 
initiated rates higher than those com- 
plained of. Rates so initiated can 
only be reviewed by us upon com- 
plaint as prescribed in the Federal 
control act. 2. Complainant, although 
given an opportunity to bring in the 
Director General as an additional de- 
fendant, has not taken such action. 
3. Complaint dismissed. Dec. 28, p. 


Macey Co. et al. vs. Pere Marquette 
et al.; case 8480 (50 I. C. C., 555-557). 
Charges for trap-car service from 
complainants’ plants to the Pere Mar- 
quette R. R. freight station at Grand 
Rapids, Mich., found to have been and 
to be unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded or may exceed $3 per 
os. Reparation awarded. Aug. 3, p. 


Martin Brokerage Co. et al. vs. S. P. 
et al.; case 8614; celery (51 I. C. C., 
91-94). Oct. 26, p. 790. 

Mayfield & Graves County Commercial 
Club vs. A. & V. et al.; case 9661; 
parts of 4th sect. ap. 2045 (51 I. C. C., 
326-330). 1. Rates on cotton factory 
products from points in Carolina, 
southeastern and interior Mississippi 
Valley territories to Mayfield, Ky., not 
shown to have been unreasonable, but 
found to have been unduly prejudicial 
to Mayfield. 2. Fourth section mat- 
ters not determined upon the record 
in this case. Nov. 30, p. 1031. 

McGowan-Foshee Lumber Co. vs. F. A. 
& G. et al.; case 9146 (51 I. C. C., 317- 
323). Reasonable division to the Flor- 
ida, Alabama & Gulf Railroad Com- 
pany out of joint rates prescribed on 
yellow pine lumber, in carloads, from 
Falco, Ala., to destinations on and 





north of ¢he Ohio River and to points 
on the Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road in Tennessee and Kentucky, 
found to be 3 cents per 100 pounds. 
Dec. 7, p. 1086. 

Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis et al. 
vs. Terminal R. R. Assn. of St. Louis 
et al.; case 9078 (50 1. C. C., 474-478). 
Hay in carloads received at St. Louis, 
Mo., is frequently sold for reshipment 
to points beyond. The practice of the 
terminal carriers of requiring shippers 
to transfer to other cars, at their own 
expense, shipments of hay received 
at St. Louis in defective equipment 
as a condition precedent to rebilling 
to interstate destinations found unjust 
and unreasonable and unduly preju- 
a Reparation awarded. July 13, 
p. 74. 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory vs. Brim- 
stone R. R. & Canal Co. et al.; case 
9851; also same vs. H. & B. V. et al.; 
case 9852 (50 I. C. C., 379-384). Rates 
on sulphur, in carloads, from Sulphur 
Mines, La., and from Bryan Mound, 
Tex., to Hattiesburg and Meridian, 
Miss., not found to be unreasonable 
or unduly prejudicial. Complaints dis- 
missed. July 6, p. 10. 

Mesilla Valley Produce Exchange vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 9721; parts of 
4th sect. aps. 6322 and 671 (50 I. C. 
C., 483-486). (1) Rates on wheat, in 
carloads, from certain points in Colo- 
rado, Kansas, Oklahoma, Nebraska, 
Illinois, Missouri and northern Texas 
to Las Cruces, N. M., not shown to 
have been or to be unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. Complaint dis- 
missed. (2) Fourth section relief de- 
nied. July 27, p. 172. 

Metropolis Commercial Club et al. vs. 
Ill..Cent. et al.; case 9597 (51 I. C. C., 
376-385). Upon complaint attacking 
the rates on logs, lumber and various 
lumber commodities specified in the 
complaint taking the same rates from 
producing points in the states of Lou- 
isiana, Arkansas, Texas and Okla- 
homa to Metropolis, Ill; Held: 1. 
That the rates in effect prior to June 
25, 1918, were unreasonable and usm- 
duly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceeded by more than 1 cent 
per 100 pounds the rates contem- 
poraneously maintained on the same 
commodities to Cairo, Ill. 2. That the 
rates made effective June 25, 1918, 
and now maintained, are and for the 
future will be unduly prejudicial to 
the extent that they exceed or may 
exceed by more than 1 cent per 100 
pounds the rates contemporaneously 
maintained to Cairo, Ill. 3. Repara- 
tion awarded to the Metropolis Bend- 
ing Company on shipments made 
prior to June 25, 1918. Dec. 7, p. 
1089. 

Michel, C. and J., Brewing Co. et al. vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. et al.; case 9881; cereal 
beverages (51 I. C. C., 103-105). Nov. 
2, p. 8465. 

Midland Coal Co. vs. St. LL. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9381; coal (51 I. C. C., 
313-316). Nov. 30, p. 1031. 

Miller & Lux, Inc., vs. S. P. et al; 
case 9585; sheep (50 I. C. C., 425-426). 
July 6, p. 9. 

Montgomery Ward & Co. vs. P. C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 9736; furniture (50 
I. C. C., 526-527). July 27, p. 169. 

Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co. vs. C. of 
G.; case 9930; staves (51 I. C. C., 170- 
171). Oct. 26, p. 790. 

Moreno-Burkham Construction Co. vs. 
Ill. Cent. et al.; case 9891; contractor’s 
outfit (51 I. C. C., 138-139). Nov. 2, 
p. 846. 

Morgan County Sand Producers’ Assn. 
vs. B. & O.; case 10025; doors for 
sand (51 I. C. C., 475-476). Dec. 28, 
p. 1239. 

Muncie & Western R. R. Co. vs. C. C. 
Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 8885, sub. No. 
1; see Ball Bros. Glass Mfg. Co. vs. 
&¢cc. & St L. et ak: m 107% 

Murphey, C. F., Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.;‘case 9521; potatoes (50 I. C. C., 
427-428). July 13, p. 65. 

Murphy Chair Co. vs. Wabash; case 
8724;. chairs and rockers (50 I. C. C., 
728-730). Aug. 31, p. 437. 

National Live Stock Exchange vs. A. & 
S. et al.; case 9239 (50 I. C. C., 578- 
590). Charges of $2.50 for cleaning 
and disinfecting single-deck and $4 
for double-deck live stock cars, mov- 
ing interstate, when required by fed- 
eral, state, county or municipal au- 
thority, or upon the request of ship- 
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pers, found not to be unlawful and 
the amount of the charges are shown 
by defendants to be no more than 
a Complaint dismissed. Aug. 
/ 4 

National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
vs. B. & O. S. W. et al.; case 7969 (51 
I. C. C., 34-70). Upon rehearing class 
rates for the transportation in Official 
Classification territory of dressed 
poultry, butter, eggs and cheese, in 
any quantity, found not to have been 
sufficiently high to include refrigera- 
tion during the period from March 20, 
1915, to June 1, 1917, when an extra 
charge for service was made. Finding 
in original report, 43 I. C. C., 392, that 
the class rates plus the separate re- 
frigeration charge for the combined 
services of line haul and refrigeration 
during the period mentioned had not 
been justified accordingly reversed, 
and claims for reparation in the 
amount of the icing charge on ship- 
ments that moved during that period 
denied. Oct. 12, p. 711. 

National Supply Co. vs. C. B. & Pt 
case 10065; crushed stone (51 I. C. 
429-430). Dec. 14, p. 1135. 

National Tube Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 8406, sub. No. 11; also Same vs. 
Lake Terminal and Carnegie Steel Co. 
vs. Same (50 I. C. C., 489-514). (1) 
Principles announced in General Elec- 
trie Co. va. N. ¥. C. & B. B. &.. Co., 
14 I. C. C., 297, reaffirmed and ap- 
plied; and complaints of the National 
Tube Company, for reparation on the 
traffic of its plant at Lorain, in the 
state of Ohio, during a period of 
twelve and one-half months when 
allowances out of the line-haul rate to 
its industrial railway were discon- 
tinued, dismissed. The demands of 
the Carnegie Steel Company for repa- 
ration during the same period dis- 
missed on similar grounds. (2) The 
present tariffs of the trunk lines serv- 
ing that plant also required to be re- 
adjusted in conformity with the find- 


— and conclusions herein. July 13, 
p. 65. 
National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 


Assn. vs. Southern et al.; case 9222; 
ie ged (50 I. C. C., 405-406). July 6, 


p. 9. 

Nebraska-Iowa Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. vs. 
Cc. B. & Q. et al.; case 9809; see West- 
ern Trunk Line Potatoes; p. 15. 

New Jersey Zinc Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 9422; parts of 4th sect. aps. 458, 
1548, 1563, 1572, 1625; crude barytes 


(50 I. C. C., 429-431). July 20, p. 123. 
New York & New Jersey Produce Co. 
vs. N. Y. N. H. & H.; case 9818; also 
sub. No. 1 and sub. No. 2; potatoes 


(51 I. C. C., 399-400). Dec. 14, p. 


Nichols & Cox Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. C.; 
case 9938 (51 I. C. C., 174-176). Trans- 
portation and demurrage charges col- 
lected on a carload of gum lumber 
from Helena, Ark., to Medina, N. Y., 
found to have been illegal. Repara- 
tion awarded. Oct. 26, p. 785. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 9093 (50 I. C. C., 
528-531). Commodity rate of 70 cents 
per 100 pounds on potatoes, in car- 
loads, from Minnesota and Wisconsin 
producing points to the Dallas-Fort 
Worth group in Texas found to have 
been unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeded 65 cents. Reparation 
awarded. The same rate from the 
same originating territory to the rest 
of Texas common point territory not 
shown to have been unreasonable, un- 

, justly discriminatory or unduly preju- 
dicial. July 27, p. 171. 

a Terra Cotta Co. et al vs. 

& St. L. et al.; case 8710 (50 I. C. 
o. 522-525). (1) Official Classification 
rating of fifth class on shipments of 
terra cotta for building purposes, in 
carloads, found not to be unreason- 
able. (2) Rates based on Official 
Classification rating of second class 
for shipments of terra cotta for build- 
ing purposes, loose, of 10,000 pounds 
or more from points in the states of 
Illinois, Indiana, Missouri and Colo- 
rado to points in Central Freight As- 
sociation and Trunk Line territories 
found to be unduly discriminatory as 
compared with rates based on Official 
Classification rating of fourth class on 
similar shipments from points in the 
states of New York, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, Delaware and Maryland 
to destinations in Central Freight As- 


sociation and Trunk Line territories. 
(3) Reparation denied. July 20, p. 125. 

Northwestern Trading Co., Ine., vs. 
Adams Express; case 8552; horses (51 
I. C. C., 211-213). Nov. 2, p. 846. 

Northwestern Traffic and Service Bu- 
reau vs. M. St. P. & S. Ste. Marie; 
case 9292 (50 I. C. C., 575-577). (1) 
Rates on coal, in carloads, from Mani- 
towoc, Wis., to St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, Minn., found justified. Com- 
plaint dismissed. (2) Fourth section 
relief denied. Aug. 3, p. 221. 

Oden-Elliott Lumber Co. vs. Ala. 
Cent.; case 9683 (51 I. C. C., 403- 
413). Upon complaint that defendant 
failed to supply sufficient cars to 
transport lumber from Autaugaville, 
Ala., to interstate destinations, and 
that it unduly preferred complain- 
ant’s competitors in distribution of 
available cars, to the injury of com- 
plainants; Held: (1) That, without 
passing upon the question of juris- 
diction to award damages for the al- 
leged failure to furnish cars upon 
reasonable request as required by sec- 
tion 1, under the circumstances dis- 
closed of record it could not with 
propriety be found that defendant 
should respond in damages for its in- 
ability to furnish a full car supply. 
2. Defendant’s practice with respect 
to the distribution of available cars, 
while meriting criticism, not shown 
to have unduly preferred complain- 
ants’ competitors with resulting dam- 
mage to complainants. Complaint 
dismissed. Dec. 21, p. 1178. 

Oregon Fruit Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
9777 (50 I. C. C., 719-724). (1) Car- 
load rates for the transportation of 
watermelons from Monson and Sul- 
tana, Cal., to Salem, Corvallis, Port- 
land and Medford, Ore., not shown to 
have been unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory. (2) Carload rates for 
the transportation of watermelons 
from Sultana and Monson to Salem 
and Medford, Ore., found to have been 
in violation of long-and-short-haul 
rule of Section 4 of the act. Repa- 
ration denied. Aug. 31, p. 434. 

Paducah Board of Trade et al. vs. Ill. 


Cent. et al.; case 9860; cotton mop 
7 ame I. C. C., 462-465). Dec. 28, 
p. 


Page & Hill Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
et al.; case 9704; posts w  s. 
487-488). Dec. 21, p. 1182. 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 9371 (50 
I. C. C., 416-418). Rates on nails, 
when shipped in mixed carloads with 
oil-well outfits and supplies, from 
Parkersburg, W. Va., and St. Louis, 
Mo., to certain points in Kansas, Wy- 
oming, Oklahoma, Texas and Louisi- 
ana, found to be unreasonable. Rep- 
aration denied. July 20, p. 123. 

Pease Grain and Seed Co. vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al.; case 9584; millet seed (51 
I. C. C., 189-120). Oct. 26, p. 790. 


Peddler cars; see re Provision 
Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 2. 

Pelican Lumber Co., Inc., en v. S. & P. 
et al.; case 9714 (50 i C. C., 540-543). 
Mound, La., not found entitled to the 
same rates as Vicksburg, Miss., on 
hardwood lumber to points in Official 
Classification territory. Complaint 
dismissed. July 27, p. 175. 

Peterson, Frank B., vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 9964; salmon (51 I. C. CG, 
401-402). Dec. 14, p. 1135. 

PRGndetemte, hay and straw deliveries; 

& S. 1159 (51 I. C. C., 324-325). 
Sake 7, p. 1079. 

Phillips _—— Co. vs. T. A. & 
case 9821; pine wood so . C. <,, 435: 
426). Dec. 21, p. 1175. 

Phoenix Chair Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 8524 (51 I. C. C., 218-220). 
Charges on a shipment of chairs, s. u. 
and k. d., from Sheboygan, Wis., to 
Los Angeles, Cal., found to have been 
~— Reparation awarded. Oct. 26, 
p. 4 

Portage Silica Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 
9320; also sub. No. 1; sand and gravel 
(51 I. C. C., 241-243). Nov. 2, p. 846. 

Portland Traffic and Trans. Assn. vs. 
Cc. & N. W.; case 8909; see M. Seller 
S Co. ig Spokane, Portland & Seat- 

e; Dp. 

Potatoes; see Western Trunk Line Po- 
tatoes; p. 15. 

Potlatch Lumber Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 9392; lumber (51 I. C. C., 
31-33). Sept. 21, p. 577. 

Private cars, in the matter of; case 4906 


(50 I. C. C., 652-718). (1) An im- 
portant part of interstate commerce 
of the country is transported in pri- 
vately owned cars. It is to the in- 
terest of the owners, carriers and 
public that their operation should be 
continued, under such rules and reg- 
ulations as will insure their efficient 
handling without discrimination 
against any shipper or particular de- 
scription of traffic. (2) Under the 
situation as it exists, and under the 
facts and circumstances shown of 
record, shippers should be permitted 
to lease cars to transport shipments 
in interstate commerce from sources 
independent of carriers by railrgad. 
(3) A charge in addition to freight 
rates should not be made for furnish- 
ing to shippers refrigerator, tank or 
other special type of car, or for trans- 
porting their shipments therein, un- 
less the freight rates are predicated 
on the transportation of another type 
of car, less expensive and not so diffi- 
cult to operate. (4) Payments by car- 
riers for the use of private cars should 
be upon the basis of the loaded and 
empty mileage, and the mileage 
should be computed on the basis of 
distance tables without the elimina- 
tion of mileage through switching dis- 
tricts. (5) The allowance of three- 
fourths of a cent on the loaded and 
empty movements for the use of tank 
cars of all kinds by carriers should 
be increased to 1 cent a mile for the 
loaded and empty movements; the in- 
creased allowance should be paid for 
the use of live poultry, palace stock 
and heater cars; and the increase 
should not apply to stock, coke, coal, 
rack, flat, box or pocket cars, al- 
though they may be privately owned. 
(6) Carriers should publish in their 
tariffs a rule that privately owned or 
leased cars when unloaded at destina- 
tion, unless otherwise ordered by the 
owner or lessee, must be promptly 
transported, loaded or empty, in the 
direction of the plant of the owner 
or lessee. * (7) Where carriers own 
tank cars which are furnished to ship- 
pers on request, they shall publish in 
their tariffs rules for the distribution 
thereof whereby each shipper who 
makes reasonable request may receive 
his proportionate share of available 
ears. (8) Reicing charges on _ ship- 
ments of fresh meat, packing house 
products and dairy ‘products should 
be based on the cost of the ice and 
salt used, the labor, investment in 
icing plants, etc., together with a rea- 
sonable profit; carriers should per- 
form the service of reicing and make 
the charges therefor; and shippers of 
these products should not be per- 
mitted to perform the service of re- 
icing their own and competitors’ ship- 
ments en route, either directly or 
through corporations controlled by 
them. (9) Carriers should provide in 
their tariffs that private cars stand- 
ing on tracks of owners shall not be 
subjected to demurrage charges. (10) 
The Master Car Builders’ Association 
rules with respect to repairs on pri- 
vate and other cars should not be filed 
in tariffs of carriers. Suggestions 
made at the hearings as to modifica- 
tions in rules and practices should be 
adopted by the association. Aug. 31, 
p. 417. 


— wire contracts; ag 5421 (50 


C., 731-766). Sept. 7, 490. 


pecethesme Fruit & Produce “Exchange 


et al. vs. American Express Co. et al.; 

case 9684; also case 9712, A. M. Tour- 
tellot vs. Same (51 I. C. C., 167-170). 
Express rates on strawberries, in car- 
loads, from Independence, La., Jack- 
son, Miss., and Ripley, Tenn., to 
Providence, R. I., found to have been 
unreasonable. Reparation awarded. 
Nov. 2, p. 842 


Reed Tobacco Co. vs. & O. et al; 


case 9742; cigarettes Gi I. C. C., 201- 
202). Nov. 2, p. 847. 


Rice Potato Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 


10081; parts of 4th sect. aps. 1852 and 
1877 (1 I. C. C., 364-369). 1. Through 
rates on potatoes, in carloads, from 
Rice, Minn., to certain destinations, 
which exceeded and exceed the ag- 
gregate of intermediate rates contem- 
poraneously maintained, found un- 
reasonable and illegal. 2. Carload po- 
tato rates from Rice to certain des- 
tinations found unduly prejudicial to 
complainant and reparation awarded. 
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. ~~ section relief denied. Dec. 

. a ; 

Romann & Bush Pig Iron & Coke Co. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 9744 (51 I. C. 
C., 126-128). (1) Tariff rule of de- 
fendants providing for the assessment 
of freight charges on coke, in car- 
loads, from Birmingham, Ala., to 
Santa Ana and Los Alamitos, Cal., on 
basis of weights obtained at points of 
origin, found to have been and to be 
unreasonable. (2) Weighing and re- 
weighing rules in substantial conform- 
ity with the ‘‘National Code of Rules 
Governing the Weighing and Re- 
weighing of Carload Freight,’”’ pre- 
scribed in connection with shipments 
of coke, in carloads, from Benham, 
Ky., to Santa Ana and Los Alamitos. 
Charges assessed on shipments from 
and to those points found to have 
been based on excessive weights and 
reparation awarded. Oct. 26, p. 783. 

Ruddock-Orleans Cypress Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 9902; lumber (51 
I. C. C., 114-115). Nov. 2, p. 845. 

Russian Poultry & Egg Co. vs. St. L.- 
S. F. et al.; case 8729; eggs (51 I. C. 
C., 108-110). Nov. 2, p. 845. 

St. Matthews Produce Exchange et al. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 9724; onions 
and potatoes (51 I. C. C., 155-157). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Schroeder, John, Lumber Co. | = Ss 
C.; case 10015; shavings aie . <& <&.. 
471-472). Dec. 21, p. 1182 

Schwartz, S., vs. St. L. e F. et al; 
case 9435; old boiler flues and scrap 
boiler plate Gi Cc. C.. 165-246). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Seller, M., & Co. vs. S. P. & S.; case 
8893; also case 8909, Portland Traffic 
and Trans. Assn. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al. (50 I. C. C., 419-422). (1) Two 
less-than-carload shipments of elec- 
tric portable lamps from Portland, 
Ore., to Spokane, Wash., found to 
have been overcharged and reparation 
awarded. (2) The Western Classifica- 
tion rating of double first class on 
less-than-carload shipments of elec- 
tric lamps n. o. i. n. packed in 
barrels or boxes, found to have been 
justified, and the double first-class 
rating on art glass lamp shades shown 
to have been reasonable. July 6, p. 9. 

Simonds Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. Fy; 
case 8851; saws (51 I. C. C., 131-132). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Sioux Falls Commercial Club vs. G. N. 
et al.; case 7200; coal (50 I. C. C., 
610-612). Aug. 10, p. 265. 

Smith, < A., Cotton Product Co. vs. 
- & N. et al; ; case 9773; cotton (51 
C. C., 311-312). Dec. 7, p. 1079. 
mS F ‘Pine Lumber Co. vs. A. c. Zs 
et al.; case 8969; lumber (50 I. C. C., 

423-424). July 20, p. 122. 

Springfield Milling Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9766; flour mill products 
wm L Cc: c., 26- 218). Nov. 2, p. 846. 

Springston Lumber Co. et al. vs. N. P. 
et al.; case 9507 and sub. No. 1; pine 
and fir lumber (50 I. C. C., 591-595). 
Aug. 10, p. 265. 

Standard Oil Co. (Ky.) vs. N. Y¥. C. et 
al.; case 9199; parts of 4th sect. aps. 
1548, 1952, 3965, 2060; refined oil (51 
I. C. C., 205-208). Oct. 26, p. 783. 

Standard Time Zone Investigation; case 
10122 (51 I. C. C., 499). Dec. 14, D. 
1135. Case 10122 (51 I. C. C., 273-310). 
Nov. 23, p. 990. 

Starks, L., Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al; 
ease 10029; charge for insulated car 
ch %. < Cc. 335-338). Dec. 7, p. 1079. 

Steamer lines on Long Island Sound; 
ap. of N. Y. N. H. & H. for permis- 
sion to continue certain service of 
water after July 1, 1914; case 6469 
(50 I. C. C., 634-651). Sept. 7, p. 489. 

Stevens-Eaton Co. vs. Tallulah Falls 
et al.; case 10008: lumber (51 I. C. C., 
471-472). Dec. 21. p. 1182. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; 
case 9446; crushed stone (51 I. C. C., 
185-186). Oct. 26, p. 790. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9586 (51 I. C. C., 21-22). 
Rates on salt, in carloads, from 
Hutchinson, Kan., to certain points in 
Nebraska not shown to have been or 
to be unreasonable or otherwise in 
violation of the act. Complaint dis- 
missed. Sept. 14, p. 521. 

Swift & Co. vs. T. & P. et al.; case 
7205; hides (50 I. C. C., 597-598). Aug. 
3, p. 217. 

Swift & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 9781: poultry, butter and eggs 
(50 I. C. C., 479-480). July 20, p. 122. 


Swift & Co. vs. G. N. et ay case 9494; 
sulphate of pote (51 I .'C. C., 115- 
116). Nov. 2, p. 846 

Syracuse Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 9678; red oil 
(51 I. C. C., 197-198). Nov. 2, p. = 

Toledo Produce Exchange vs. N. Y. 
et al.; case 9081 (50 I. 5. C., 515- ry 
Complaint seeking the establishment 
of lower ex lake rates and ex rail re- 
shipping rates on grain and grain 
products from Toledo, O., to points 
in eastern trunk line territory, on the 
basis of 78 per cent of the ex lake 
and ex rail rates from Chicago to 
New York, and the establishment of 
joint rates on grain from Missouri 
River cities to Toledo, found not sus- 
tained. July 27, p. 169. 

Torrington (Wyo.), town of, vs. C. B. & 
Q.; case 7803 (51 I. C. C., 414-418). 
Upon rehearing, rates on cattle, sheep 
and hogs, in carloads, from Torring- 
ton, Wyo., to Omaha, Neb., found not 
to be unreasonable, but unduly to 
prefer Henry, Neb. Dec. 21, p. aw 

United Lumber Co. vs. U. & N. F. 
al.; case 9738; lumber and forest et 
ucts (51 I. Cc. C., 199-200). Nov. 2, p. 


847. 

United Shoe Machinery Co. vs. Boston 
& Maine; case 9425 ferry car service 
(51 I. C. C., 28-30). Sept. 21, p. 577. 

U. S. Gypsum Co. vs. Ft. Dodge, Des 
Moines & Southern et al.; case 9993; 
gypsum rock (51 I. C. C., 135-136). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Varley-Wolter Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 9630; ne = ;. ae fm 493- 
495). Dec. 21, p. 1282. 

Virginia- -Carolina Binemical Co. vs. Mich. 
Cent. et al.; case 9376; cyanamid (51 
I. C. C., 172-174). Oct. 26, p. 791. 

Water carriers; in re control of by rail 
carriers; see Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of 
Can.—ownership and operation of De- 
troit River car ferries; p. 

Wausau Southern Lumber Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case ‘9767; lumber (50 
... & << 453-454). July 20, p. 123. 

Weil, Jonas and Sim, vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 9764; also case 9764, sub. 
1; stock cattle (51 I. C. C., 95-96). 
Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Western Trunk Line Potatoes; I. & S. 
1151; also case 9809, Nebraska-Iowa 
Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; 4th sect. ap. 1853; 15th sect. 
ap. 782 (50 I. C. C., 407-415). (1) The 
proposed increased potato rates from 
producing sections in Minnesota, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, North Dakota 
and South Dakota to jobbing and con- 
suming centers in the middle West, 
the south and the east, and also from 
the Chicago, Peoria & St. Louis rate 
groups to Sioux Falls, S. D., and 
points in northwestern Iowa taking 
Sioux Falls rates not justified. (2) 
Commodity rates on potatoes, car- 
loads, from producing sections in 
Minnesota and North Dakota to Cres- 
ton, Ia., not shown to be unreasonable 
or unduly prejudicial. (3) Fourth sec- 
tion relief, also the fifteenth section 
application, denied. The tariffs under 
suspension required to be canceled, 
— complaint dismissed. July 6, 

1 


Willamette Valley Lumbermen’s Assn. 
vs. S. P. et al.; case 9536 (51 I. C. C., 
250-263). (1) Rates charged for the 
transportation of lumber and forest 
products from _ certain points in the 
Willamette Valley in Oregon to vari- 
ous points in the states of Montana, 
Wyoming, North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Nebraska, Minnesota, Wisconsin 
and Michigan, and in the provinces of 
Manitoba and Saskatchewan, Canada, 
found to be relatively unreasonable 
and unjust and unduly prejudicial to 
the extent they exceed the rates con- 
temporaneously maintained from the 
coast group, including Portland, Ore., 
to the same destinations, and defend- 
ants required to establish joint rates 
on the basis specified. Oct. 26, p. 786. 

Williams, N. A., Co. vs. P. Co. et al.; 
case 8693; 4th sect. ap. 2060 (50 I. C. 
C., 531-537). (1) Rates charged on 
sewer pipe, in carloads, from Ohio 
points to certain destinations in Wis- 
consin and Michigan found not to 
have been in violation of section 4 of 
the act, but unjust and unreasonable 
in so far as they exceeded the aggre- 
gate of proportional rates to the Lake 
Michigan west bank crossings, so lim- 
ited as not to apply on traffic to the 
destinations involved, plus the local 





or proportional rates beyond. (2) 
Reparation awarded. July 27, p. 173. 

Wilson, J. P., vs. mS R. R. Co. et al; 
case 9776 (50 I. C., 571-572). Com- 
plaint alleging that by demanding the 
payment of undercharges from com- 
plainant on a carload of peaches from 
Ridge Springs, S. C., to Philadelphia, 
Pa., after the net proceeds from the 
sale thereof had been remitted to the 
consignor, while rendering correct 
bills to other commission merchants 
prior to the remitting of such pro- 
ceeds, defendants discriminated 
oa dismissed. Aug. 

p 

Wilson & Co., Inc., va. C. C. C. & St. 
L.; case 9673; meat G1 Se &-S, 153- 
154). Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Yeakel Fuel Co. vs. Oregon-Washing- 
ton R. R. & Nav. Co. et al.; case 9642; 
coal and wood (51 I. C. C., 449-451). 
Dec. 21, 2. 1182. 

Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. T. & O. S. et 
al.; case 9915; old rails (51 I. C. C., 
133-134). Sept. 28, p. 628. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case ae old rails (51 
I. C. C., 90-91). Nov. 2, p. 846. 


Demurrage; pp. 443, 483, 531, 709, 720 
(amended code), 957, 986, 989, 1265. 
Demurrage; conference rulings 409, 463, 
497 qualified; p. 885, . 

Demurrage; report of N. A. R. U. C. 
Committee; p. 933. 

= E. L.; claims for overcharge; p. 
603. 

Dining car meals; pp. 556, 757. 

Director-General’s appointments; 
108. 300, 373, 451, 497, 650, 685, gi3, * 969; 
1018, 1030. 

Driscoll, H. D.; president Texas Indus- 
trial Traffic League; -p. 304. 

Dunham, F. E.; complaint as to service 
to shippers; p. 101. 

Eastman, Joseph B.; appointed on Com- 
—= to succeed Anderson; pp. 1217, 


EDITORIAL. 


eee. consolidated; pp. 317, 517, 

Classification of railroad employes un- 
der the draft; p. 574. 

Classifications, state; p. 621. 

Commission, the; its function under fed- 
eral control; p. 835. 

Commission, need for; p. 747. . 

Co-ordination of government agencies; 


p. 4 

Courtesy to the public; p. 261. 

Embargo, the; p. 667. 

— trade after the war; pp. 779, 
1 

Free transportation; p. 213. 

ae a operation of the railroads; 

, 6, 117, 165, 261, 477, 708, 748, 

5, 835, 836, 883, 915, 979, 980, 1027, 


Government ownership; pp. 622, 668, 
1075, 1131. 

Grain rates; equalization of; p. 477. 

Harbor facilities inadequate; p. 261. 

Liberty loan; pp. 518, 747. 

sea resignation; pp. 1028, 1033, 

Merchant marine; p. 707. 

National Association of Railway and 
Public Utilities Commissioners; p. 915. 

New York store door delivery; p. 62. 

Ocean shipping; pp. 915, 1235. 

Paper; conservation of; p. 707. 

Passenger travel; conservation in; p. 


Passes for state officials; p. 1075. 
Passing reports; bureau for handling; 


p. 357. 

Port facilities inadequate; see harbor 
facilities. 

a -General’s annual ‘report; D- 
11 

Press agent stuff; p. 836. 

Private cars; p. 413. 

Publicity for rate changes; pp. 413, 517, 
883, 1235. 

Rail and water competition; p. 1171. 

Rate-making power; pp. 708, 883. 

Reconstruction of railroad policy; pp. 
979, 1027, 1075, 1131, 1143, 1172, 1235. 

Reconstruction problems; p. 916 i 

Shippers’ representation on commit- 
tees; pp. 5, 884, 896, 1106. 

Short glines under government control; 
pp. 

— rates, "iia power over; pp. 6, 


Store door delivery in New York; p. = 
Traffic committees; new sy stem 
aie pp. 5, 61, 165, 381, 413, 
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Traffic men for army transport; p. 118. 
Truck, motor, transportation; pp. 317, 
573, 667, 3. 
Water transportation; pp. 317, 779, 1171. 
Willamette Valley lumber case; p. 835. 
Wire companies, federal control of; pp. 

117, 166, 490, 1075, 1131. 


EFFICIENCY IN TRAFFIC. 


Battle, W. S., of N. & W.; instructions 
to agents; p. 105. 

Billing, memorandum; plan Ft. 
Worth Elevators Co.; p. 154. 

Cheatham, R. I., of S. A. L.; instruc- 
= to freight representatives; p. 

Choctaw Lumber Co.; heavy loading of 
lumber; p. 504. 

Claims; circular of U. G. Couffer on 
prevention; p. 153. 

Couffer, U. G.; claim prevention; . 153. 

Cotton, handling of; pp. 676, 805. 

Eggs; handling by motor truck; p.. 675. 

Electric vehicle crane tractor; p. 603. 

Equipment, conservation of; p. 676. 

Foodstuffs, loading of; p. 817. 

Government shipments; packing, 
ing etc.; p. 817. 

Highways transport; pp. 467, 591, 593, 
648, 733, 767, 801, 995, 1115; see also 
trucks. 

Loading, heavy, of cars; pp. 33, 50, 296, 
370, 397, 446, 504, 551, 552, 593, 647, 675, 
676, 768, 1267. 

Loss and damage prevention; p. 50. 

Marking of freight; pp. 468, 769. 

Marshall, A. Jackson; electric vehicle 
crane tractor; p. 503. 


of 


mark- 


Metal container, use of; p. 154. 

Moore, A. G. T.; bulkheading of lum- 
ber; p. 551. ; 

Packing and marking; pp. 468, 542, 769. 


Packing for export; p. 308. 

Packing for export; War Department 
specifications for machinery, supplies 
and equipment; p. 

Stevens, G. W.; ‘appeal for full loading 
of cars; p. 504. 

Truck, motor, transportation; pp. 202, 
306, 308, 395, 397, 591, 592, 608, 647, 648, 
767, 967, 1063, 1223, 1261. 

Wyatt, E. E.; scheme of memorandum 
billing; p. 153. 


Electric railway rates, etc.; pp. 8, 18, 141, 
763, 895 (annual report of war board). 

Elkins law violations; Swift & Co.—Ann 
Arbor case; p. 1138. 

Fo i; for retention of competition; 


dD 

Elmquist, C. E.; address to convention of 
N. A. R. U. C.; p. 922. 

Embargo, evading, by fraudulent con- 
signment; decision of Judge Haight in 
Bo Jersey lumber cases; pp. 1173, 

Embargoes; pp. 96, 136, 247, 248, 375, 586, 
587, 656, 673, 758, 760, 869, 870, 896, 950, 
1019, 1020, 1049, 1062, 1106, 1120, 1156, 
1165, 1167, 1173, 1210, 1227, 1250, 1262. 

Empire Refineries vs. Missouri Pacific; 
report of master in chancery; use of 
private car; p. 1052. 

Empire Rice Milling Co. vs. La, Y ceed 
sion; milling in transit; p. hy 

Expenditures for railroads; p. 386, 608, 
696, 999, 1001, 1016, 1048, 1186. 1227, 1246. 

Explosives; rules for transportation 
amended; p. 505. 

Exports and imports; licenses and regu- 
lations; pp. 97, 296, 298, 452. 555, 695, 
765, 876, 902, 910, 953, 957, 959, 966, 968, 
oe 1011, 1117, 1123, 1134, 1150, 1228, 

Express companies; 
of rates, wages, revenues, etc.; pp. 
99, 100, 141, 150, 198, 203, 205, 337, 336, 
350, 382, 415, 443, 445, 505, 532, 585, 658, 
662, 671. 709, 721, 726, 839 (I. C. C. re- 
port on rates), 857, 861, 886, 937, 1005 
(rate increase order), 1006 (federal con- 
trol assumed), 1041, 1064, 1065, 1066. 

Express franks; petition for reopening 
of case by Commission; p. 9. 
Feakins, G. W.; traffic manager, Phelps 
Dodge Corporation; p. 106. 

Fernandez, H. J.; traffic manager, Mon- 
roe (La.) Chamber of Commerce; p. 469. 

Fifteenth section disregarded in making 
rates; see traffic committees. 

Flansburg, J. E., t. m., American Man- 
ganese Steel Co.; . -. 403. 

Food Administration rules for handling 
pooultry, butter, eggs, etc.; p. 
Foodstuff minimum weights; pp. 297, 404, 
446, 1253. 

Foreign trade after the war; pp. 762, 
1009, 1137, 1225, 1238, 1266; see also 
merchant marine. 

Forest products section; p. 697. 

ate G. L.; increase on 
Dp. 3 


government control 


iron ore; 
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Fourth section departures under federal 
control; p. 822. 

Fractions; discussion of proposed rule 36 
by R. E. Riley; p. 306. 

Free and reduced transportation; pp. 141, 
246, 447, 604, 698, 953, 1217; see also 
editorial. 

Freight bills, time for paying; pp. 24, 45, 
133, 182, 244, 445, 450, 554. 

Freight operations; April four 
months, p. 136; July, p. 675. 

Fruit and vegetable preservation; report 
of Bureau of Markets; p. 1224. 


and 


GENERAL ORDERS OF DIRECTOR- 
GENERAL. 


No. 32, p. 28; No. 33, p. 90; No. 34, p. 
185; No. 34-A, p. 753; No. 35, p. 90; 
No. 36, p. 141; No. 37, p. 186; No. 37-A, 
p. 339; No. 38, pp. 186, 252; No. 39, p. 
337; No. 40, p. 376; No. 41, p. 588; 
No. 42, p. 493; Sup. No. 1 to No. 42, 
p. 609; No. 43, p. 542; No. 44, p. 662; 
No. 45, p. 736; No. 46, p. 753; No. 47. 
p. 793; No. 48, p. 802; No. 49, pp. 782, 
866; No. 50, p. 871; No. 51, p. 909: No. 
52, p. 949; No. 53, p. 918; No. 54, p. 962; 
No. 55, pp. 939, 1000; No. 56, p. 1005; 
No. 57, p. 1162. 

Accounting; auditors and federal audit- 
ors; No. 44; p. 

Auctioning of freight; Nos. 34 and 34-A; 
pp. 185, 264, 296, 384, 444, 753. 

Barge and steamboat service for Mis- 
sissippi and Black Warrior rivers; M. 
J. Sanders appointed general man- 
ager; No. 35; p. 90. 

Bonds, fidelity; No. 36; p. 141. 

Claims for loss and damage; No. 41; pp. 
588, 679. 

Courtesy to the public; No. 40; pp. 359, 
376, 388. 

Daylight saving; No. 45; p. 736. 

Express company disputes with em- 
ployes; No. 54; p. gl 

Express rates; No. 56; 1005. 

Freight bills, etc.; oiled of; No. 55; 
pp. 939, 1000. 

Garnishment and attachment; No. 43; 


. 542. 

Grain loss and damage; No. 57; p. 1162. 

Interline passenger revenue; bases for 
apportioning; No. 32; p. 28. 

a on trains, abolished; No. 39; p. 

Marking government freight; No. 38; 
pp. 186, 

New York and New Jersey canals; G. 
A. Tomlinson appointed general man- 
ager; No. 33; p. 90. 

Politics and railroad wa: No. 42; 
pp. 493, 674; No. 48, p. 

Repairs to equipment; ne’ , p. hanes 

Safety; No. 46; p. 753. 

Seniority rights; No. 51; 909. 

Suits against railroads; No. 50; p. 871. 

Ticket sales; standard forms for report- 
ing; No. 49; pp. 782, 866. 

Time agreements; No. 53; p. 918. 

Treasurers, federal; duties of, etc.; 
37, p. 186; No. 37-A, p. 339. 

Wages; sup. to No. 27; p. 400. 

Water carriers’ accounts; No. 52; p. 949. 


No. 


free time on coastwise 


Giessow, Carl; 
traffic; p. 1209. 
Gillig, C. H.; president, Transportation 


Club of Peoria; p. 304. 

Gillis, T. A.; assistant to secretary of 
Interstate Commerce Commission; p. 54. 

Goldmark, Pauline; women in railroad 
service; p. 1119. 

Gothlin, O. P.; routing of freight; p. 543. 

Government freight; pp. 31, 247, 252, 763, 
1227, 1250. 

Government operation of the railroads; 
pp. 7, 25, 38, 63, 82, 93, 98, 100, 101, 132, 
151, 167, 178, 230, 291, 358, 359, 360, 373 
393, 446, 449, 481, 496, 501, 526 (report 
of Director-General for first 7 months), 
575, 601, 608, 609, 623, 642, 654, 656, 671, 
677, 681, 725, 751, 764, 781, $01, 806, 813, 
815, 821, 823, 825, 837, 872, 874, 900, 939, 
946, 956, 1000, 1003. 1029, 1030, 1060, 1064, 
1078, 1092, 1108, 1107, 1133, 1141, 1178, 
1218, 1245, 1260; see also labor, Director- 
General’s appointments, waterways, re- 
gional directors’ appointments and or- 
ders, politics, wages, associations, suits, 
passenger service, expenditures, recon- 
struction, editorial, state rates, electric 
railway rates, shippers’ representation, 
traffic committees, advanced rates, 
compensation, claims, freight bills, 
short lines, general orders, tickets and 
= offices, cars, car service section. 
etc 

Government ownership; pp. 
643, 895, 917, 936, 981, 9st. 986, "997 1508" 
-1066, 1101. 


Graded rates for the west; p. 307. 


11 





Graham, F. W.; president Transportation 
Club of Seattle; p. 1018. 

Grain rates and transportation; pp. 374, 
381, 394, 414, 451, 452, 454, 459, 587, 609, 
656, 694, 698, 770, 870, 909, 954, 960, 1019, 
1061, 1070. 

Grand Forks (S. D.) Commercial Club; 
plea for the small town; p. 1244. 

Gray, Director; resigns from R. R. Ad- 
ministration; p. 1248. 

Gray bill; p. 1150. 

—— & Beals; rates in southwest; p. 


Harbor facilities; see port facilities. 

Hardwich bill; p. 1150. 

Hart, Haward, Trane ia BR. & eo 
Ss. W.; 869. 

Hart, F. » e ; express service duplication; 


Pp. 8 
Hashagen, J. D.; custom house methods; 
p 
ro. J. D.; New England rates; p. 
Hashagen, 


a... D2 
law; p. 905. 
Haynes, J. P.; places Sioux City on the 
grain map; D. 454. 
Health and medical relief committee ap- 
pointed by Director-General; p. 650. 


La Follette seaman’s 


HELP FOR TRAFFIC MAN. 


Advance in rates as applied to com- 
bination rates under G. O. 28; p. 899. 

Advances in rates; application of; pp. 
729, 867. 

Advanced rates in G. O. 28; application 
of; p. 1155. 

Advanced rates under G. O. 25; p. 1257. 

Advanced rates; proper method of cal- 
culating 25 per cent; p. 1057. 

Application of rates where no through 
commodity rate is shown and com- 
bination of local rates based on com- 
modity rates is lower than class 
rates; p. 1017. 


Billing, error in; excess charges due to; 


p. 757. 
ae instructions; sufficiency of; p. 
Carload minimum rule; p. 898. 
= rating: for carload service; p. 
Claim, notice to carrier of intention 
file; p. 600 
— for damage to packing cases; DPD. 


to 


Claim, notice to carrier of intention to 
file; p. 401. 

Claims; time for filing; p. 867. 

Coal rate advances on combination 
rates; p. 


Coal rates, combination, under G. O. 
No. 28; p. 350. 
Damages, measure of, 
stroyed; p. 1115. 
Damage, responsibility for; p. 967. 
Delivery of 1. ec. L freight to station; 
p. 1257. 
Delivery at non-agency station; p. 600. 
Demurrage accounts; p. 1115. 
=n consignee not at fault; p. 


on goods de- 


a. aan *~ unreasonable—reparation; 

p. " 

Demurrage charges; 
pp. 53, 1057. 

Demurrage on cars not set for loading 
in arrival order; p. 

Demurrage rules, national; p. 103. 

Demurrage; bunching cars for unload- 
ing or reconsigning; p. 506 

Demurrage rules; p. 898. 

Demurrage on actual placement follow- 
ing constructive placement; p. 966. 


Embargo; cannot substitute through 
contract for separate contracts of car- 
—— made for purpose of evading; 
p. 4 

Export rates, increased, 
New Orleans; p. 730. 


Freight quotation, erroneous; p. 601. 

“ae and aa products, transit; routing 
of; p. 

Interest charge by reason of lost ship- 
ment; p. 1206. 

Interstate shipment; p. 401. 

Iron, scrap, rates; p. 1156. 

Liability for charges; p. 1205. 

Liability for misdelivery; p. 1057. 

Loading of defective equipment; 
sponsibility for; p. 1017. 

—— charges; application of; p. 

Misrouting, particular junction; p. 653. 

Ocean rates; rail carrier not responsi- 
ble for misquotation of; p. 146. 

Oil — empty, returned; rating on; 
Dp. 

Rate, no, as specified by shipper; pp. 
601, 682. 

Rates, changes in; p. 653. 


responsibility for; 


to Cuba via 


re=- 
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Virginia Pine Timber Co. vs. N. Pr. 
& N. et al.; case 8505 and vekihed 
cases; reopened; p. 770. 

Water competitive lumber rates from 
the Carolinas to New England; case 
10098; discontinued; p. 254. 

W. Va. Rail- Co. va. P. C. C. C. & St. 
L. et al.; case 9185; reopened; p. 120. 

Western Pine Mfg. Co. vs. D. & R. G. 
et al; case 8637, sub. 3; order further 
modified; Dp. 611. 

Western Pine Mfg. Co. vs. D. & R. G. 
et al.; case 8637, sub. 3; order modi- 
fied; p. 509. 


MISCELLANEOUS 
SIONS. 


Action for freight; M. St. P. & S. S. 
M. vs. Washburn Ig@gnite Coal Co. 
(N. D).; p. 680. 

Allowances; Omaha Elevator Co. vs. U. 
P. (Fed. Ct.); p. 251. 

Bill of lading; Farmers’ Grain & Mer- 
cantile Co. vs. U. P. (Kan.); p. 1055. 


Car, delay in furnishing; order for; 
Farmers’ Grain & Mercantile Co. vs. 
U. P. (Kan.); p. 1055. 

Carmack amendment; sepers a Se ok 
Cc. & St. L. (N. Y.); p. 302. 

(Ark.); 


Cars; Mo. P. 
p. 145. 

Claims, fraudulent; Laser Grain Co. vs. 
U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 727. 

Commission authority; Cudahy Packing 
_. vs. Bixby et al. (Kan. City); p. 


Commission orders; Omaha Elevator 
Co. vs. U. P. (Fed. Ct.); p. 251. 

Commission’s orders; A. & W. vs. La. 
Commission (La.); p. 1256. 

Commission’s orders; Shreveport Win- 
oy gee Co. vs. La. Com. (La.); 
p. a . 

Commissions; finding of fact by; N. & 
W. vs. Public Service Commission (W. 
Va.); PD. 

Common carrier; Kenna vs. C. H. & 
S. E. (Ill.); p. 865. 

Contracts; N. C. & St. L. (Ala.); p. 145. 

Contracts, special; G. R. & I. vs. Cobbs 
& Mitchell, Inc. (Mich.); p. 901. 

Cummins amendment; Van _ Lindley 
eres Co. vs. Southern @. C.);3 D 


TRAFFIC DECI- 


vs. Fields Bros. 


Demurrage charges; G. >. % mm 
_ & Mitchell, hg ‘(Mich.); p. 

Discrimination; S. A. L. et al. vs. U. S. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 46. 

Discrimination; G. R. & I. vs. Cobbs 
& Mitchell, Ine. (Mich.); p. 902. 
ee service; Omaha Deel Co. 

vs. U. P. (Fed. "Ct.); p. 
Excess charges; Calif. i Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. (Calif.); p. 1154. 


Facilities of shipper; N. & W. vs. Pub- 
lic Service Commission (W. Va.); p 


46. 

Freight; duty to receive; Spokane Val- 
ley Growers’ Union vs. S. & I. E. 
(Wash.); p. 964. 

Government control; G. R. 7 
Cobbs & Mitchell, inc. anen’. p. 901. 

Interest on indebtedness; Pac. Mail 8. 
S. Co. vs. W. Pac. (Fed. Ct.); p. 804. 

Interstate commerce; St. L. S. W. of 
Tex. vs. Stinson (Tex.); p. 464. 

Interstate shipment; rights under; A. 
T. & S. F. vs. Cooper (Okla.); p. 1055. 

Interstate shipment; Heineman Bros., 
Inec., vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 1054. 

Interstate — Florida East Coast 
vs. Davis et al. (Fla.); p. 757. : 

Interstate shipment; N. C. & St. L. 


(Ala.); H. E. W. T. vs. Houston 
Packing Co. (Tex.); p. 145. 

Interstate shipments; Hadba vs. B. & 
O. (N. Y.); p. 104. 


Intra-city traffic; Alton Board of Trade 
vs. C. Cc. C. & St. L. (il.); p. 1114. 
Jurisdiction of courts; Shreveport Win- 
oo Glass Co. vs. La. Com. (La.); p. 
Law that ee shipments; T. & O. 
C. vs. S. Kibler & Bros. Co. (Ohio); 
Boyd vs. ‘king et al. (Mich.); p. 46. 
Milling in transit; Farmers’ Grain & 
anaes Co. vs. U. P. (Kan:); p. 

055. 

Milling in transit; Empire ae Milling 
Co. vs. La. Com. (La.); 1203. 

Overcharge; Oden-Elliott Lamber Co. 
vs. L. & N. (Ala.); p. 654. 

Overcharges; Cal. Adjustment Co. vs. 
A. T. & 8: F. (Cal.): p. 1154 

Penal statutes; Bivens Bros. vs. A, C. 
ka C8. G.): p. 3008. 

Penalties; Sauls. Baker Co. vs. A. C. L. 
cm. <7 146. 

Plant facility; Kenna vs. C. H. & S. E. 
(111.); p. 865. 





Overcharge claims; 
Packers; 


Posting rates; Blackford vs. St. L. I. 
M. & 8S. et al. (Ky.); p. 104. 

Privileges, special; May vs. S. A. la 
(S. C.); p. 680. 

Published rates; B. 
Steel Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


Published rate; Genthern AA vs. La- 


tham et al (N. C.); es 1203. 
Rate, freight, invalid; M. St. 
M. (N. D.); pD. 680. 
Rate, reasonable; A 
3; p. 1256. 


P. & S.S. 
. & W. vs. La, Com. 


Rates, excessive; Sheldon vs. C. B. & 


Q. (a.); p. 1114. 
Rates, joint; Pac. Mail S. S. Co. vs. W. 
Pac. (Fed. Ct.); p. 804. 


p. 80 
Rates, published; Portland Cattle Loan 


Co. = Oregon Short Line (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 804. 

Rates; Shreveport Window Glass Co. 
vs. La. Com. (La.); p. 654. 

Rates; Blackford vs. St. L. LM &S&S, 
et al. (Ky.); p. 103. 

Rates; N. Y¥. C.@&H. BR: we. York & 
Whitney (Mass.); p. 146. 

Rates, unreasonable; A. T. & S. F. et 
al. vs. Spiller (Fed. Ct.); p. 202. 

Rebilling at intermediate points; Settle 
et a vs. B. & O. S. W. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. $ 

Regulation, rate; Cal. Adjustment Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. (Cal.); p. 1154. 

Regulations, enforcing; state ex rel. Ta- 
coma Eastern vs. Washington Com- 


mission et al. (Wash.); p. 464. 
Released rate; Tuller vs. C. R. I. & P. 
Adjustment Co. vs. A. 


(Ia.); p. 500. 

Reparation; Cal. 

T. & S. F. (Cal.); p. 1154. 

Right of carrier; B. & O. vs. Carnegie 
Steel Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 865. 

Routing; Oden-Elliott Lumber Co. vs. 
L. & N. (Ala.);_pp. 500, 501. 

Rules of carrier; Davenport vs. C. M. & 
2 (Wash.); p. 1054. 

Schedule of rates; Tuller vs. C. R. I. & 
P. (Ia.); p. 500. 

State commissions, powers of; Empire 
Rice ee Co. et al. vs. La. Com. 
(La.); p. 1203. 

switehing charges, joint; Pontiac O. & 


HO et al. vs. Mich. Com. (Mich.); p. 
Tariff regulation; Sheldon vs. C. B. & 
Q. (Ia.); p. 1115. 
Terminal facilities; Alton Board of 
Trade vs. C. C. C. & St. L. (Ill); p. 


1114. 

Through rates; Kenna vs. C. H. & S. 
E. (Ill.); p. 

Traffic, interchange of; 2 Board of 
oe va € Cc. C. & St. » rs & 

Transportation; Kenna vs. C. H. & §S. 
E. (Ill.); p. 865. 

Undercharges; Sheldon vs. C. B. & Q. 
(Ia.); p. 1114. 

Undercharges; N. Cc. 4 Hh. R. ve. 
York & Whitney bo. (Mass.); p. 146. 

ey ey Blackford vs. st. L. I. 

& S. et al. (Ky.); p. 103. 

me RAE Western Ry. of Ala. vs. 
Collings (Ala.); p. 103. 

Water carriers; ‘Pacific Mail S. S. Co. 
vs. W. Pac (Fed. Ct.); p. 804. 


Mixed carload rule, or rule 10; see classi- 
fication (consolidated). 

National Association of Railway and Util- 
ror Commissioners; pp. 870, 915, 919, 

National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 
440, 481, 872, 960, 983, 1041, 1247. 

National Tube Co. et al. oe oe 
Commission restrained from enforcing 
order; p. 1212. 

New England rates; pp. 63,- 81, 95, 155, 
195, 202, 358, 372, 484, 101, 1206. 

New Jersey lumber cases; decision of 
Judge Haight, U. S. Court for District 
of N. J.; pp. 1173, 1210. 

New York store door delivery; see store 
door delivery. 

Newspapers, rate troubles of; p. 657. 

Norris railroad bill; p. 982. 

Norton, T. J.; private equipment; pp. 
544, 760. 

Ocean shipping; pp. 1049, 1133. 

Ogden, G. D.; chairman Exports Control 
Committee; p. 457. 

Oil industry; an appreciation of Director- 
General McAdoo; p. 1251. 

Oklahoma rates: pp. 193, ~337, 445, 4657, 
479, 543,-561, 603, 658, 732. 

Oliver, G. L.; elimination of restricted 
routes; p. 100. 

nag ey L.; short routing of freight; 
p. m 

Overcharge claims; delay of carriers in 
settling; p. 1209. 

interest on; p. 950. 

government control over pro- 


posed in Sims bill; p. 1140. 








& _ vs. Carnegie 
865. 


Pancoast, F. W.; the new system of 
making rates; pp. 151, 905, 1050. 
Passenger service revenue and fares; * Be 
374, 379, 415, 450, 479, 482, 494, 495, 496, 
529, 695, 1003, 1038, 1158, 1167, 1205, 1217, 
1227, 1249, 1262, 1267; see also tickets. 
Passes for state officials; p. 1217. 
ae system under federal control; p. 


Pierpont, eh E.; 
& St. P.; 05. 

Poindexter bill; p. 482. 

Politics and railroad employes; see gen- 
eral orders of Director-General. 

Politics in rate making; pp. 83, 137. 

Port facilities; pp. 263, 383, 395, 813. 

Postmaster-General’s ‘annual report; Pp. 

Preference list; p. 546. 

Press agents, government; 
also editorial. 

Priority modifications; pp. 996, 1013. 

Private cars; pp. 415, 450, 544, 650, $88, 
760, 763, 1052, 1165, 1230, 1263; see also 
decisions of I. C. C. 

Prouty, C. A.; address to N. >. Uv. 

p. 919; address to N. I. T. *3 104i. 

Public; attitude of railroad employes to- 
ward; p. 448; see oO courtesy. 

Public, contact with, advised by Director- 
General; p. 873. 

Public improvements; payment of rail- 
roads’ share in cost of; p. 295. 

Publicity for rate changes; pp. 440, 444, 
595, 621, 643, 905, 962, 1004. 

Pullman Company under government 
operation of railroads; pp. 133, 373; 380, 
400, 479, 532. 

Pullman reservations; p. 247. 


Railway Business Association; p. 

Railway mail pay; pp. 148, 156, 306" “hoe. 

Railway revenues; May and five months, 
p. 198; June and six months, 4 416, 
544; July and seven months, p. 662: 
August and eight months, p. 824; Sep- 
tember and nine months, p. 1016. 

Rate-making power; pp. 709, 717, 917, 919, 
958, 1147, 1188; see also editorial, state 
rates, traffic committees, complaints he- 
fore Commission, Commission’s proce- 
dure, Cummins bill 


Rate making, future course of; by Jo- 
seph N. Teal; p. 1195. 

Rate theories of the Commission; Traffic 
Lesson No. 48; p. 811. 

Reconsigning and diversion bureau and 
passing reports for fruits and vegeta- 
bles; pp. 378, 381, 1147, 1264. 


Reconstruction of railroad policy; pp. $85, 
888, 917, 958, 969, 981, 982, 983, 986, 987 
(article by Commissioner McChord), 999, 
1029, 1033, 1037, 1043, 1046, 1077, 1092, 
1096, 1133, 1157, 1173, 1185, 1195, 1209, 
1237, 1245. 


Redfield, Wm. C.; address - sae Trin- 
ity of Transportation”; p. 

Redfield, W. C.; annual FE. = 1225. 

Refrigeration tariff; pp. 1217, 125 

Regional directors; jurisdiction, appoint- 
ments, orders, reports and circulars of; 
pp. 31, 32, 33, 50, 90, 92, 95, 96, 97, 105, 
106, 108, 134, 136, 14i, 149, 155, 185, 196, 
198, 205, 206, 236, 244, 246, 247, 253, 293, 
296, 300, 318, 338, 375, 377, 378, 379, 381, 
388, 402, 404, 446, 448, 450, 451, 452, 458, 
494, 495, 505, 506, 509, 553, 557, 559, 563, 
564, 595, 601, 609, 611, 654, 656, 686, 695, 
698, 700, 731, 742, 760, 761, 762, 766, 791, 
805, 828, 874, 878, 898, 899, 909, 953, 970, 
1013, 1017, 1019, 1057, 1059, 1062, 1064, 
1066, 1067, 1068, 1070, 1106, 1125, 1134, 
1152, 1160, 1183, 1213, 1222, 1236, 1251, 


traffic manager, C, M. 


p. 885; see 


Regulation by the courts; Traffic Lesson 
No. 51; p. 1111; No. 52, p. 1201. 

Regulation of railroads after the war; p. 

43; see reconstruction. 

Released rates; p. 415. 

Repairs to freight cars; p. 1264. 

Reparation; findings in Louisville cement 
case modified; p. 175. 

Reparation; conference ruling of Com- 
mission because of Supreme Court de- 
cision in Louisville cement case; p. 143. 

Reparation on account of G. O. 'No. 28; 
pp. 556, 678, 794. 

Rice; milling in transit; decision of Su- 
preme Court of La. in Empire Rice Mil!- 
ing Co. vs. La. Com.; p. 1044, 

Rice, S. D.; return of empty milk and 
cream containers; D. 3. 

Riley, R. E.; discussion of proposed rule 
36; p. 306. 

Routing of freight; pp. 296, 396, 404, 520, 
542, 543, 736, 762, 861. 

Routing of freight: Traffic Lesson No. 
40, p. 39; Traffic Lesson No. 41, p. 147. 

Routing freight in western territory; by 
F. P. Townsend; p. 203 

Russell, Campbell; 
stock rates, p. 543; 
analyzed, p. 544. 


southwestern live 
operating figures 
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Russell, R. L.; chairman N. Atlantic 
Ports Freight Traffic Committee; p. 457. 

Sailing days; see shipping days. 

Salaries of railroad men; pp. i? 496, 527. 


Sand, etc., exe on; Pp. ~ 
Sanderson, A. H ; heavy loading of lum- 
ber; p. 768. 


Sanderson, W. D.; chairman Millers’ Traf- 
fic Committee of Buffalo; p. 148. 
Scharff, C. R.; embargo information; p. 
1050. 
Shepherd, = Es 
bills; p. 465. 
Shepherd, m. is 
scales; p. 906. 
Shipbuilding program; pp. 946, 1010, 1137. 
Shipper, service for and representation 
of, under government operation; pp. 20, 
134, 358, 444, 483, 493, 686, 918, 1183; see 
also publicity for rate changes. 
—— Board, U. S.; annual report; 
Pp 


time for paying freight 


south and mileage 


Shipping Board; Whipple, S. L., appointed 
general counsel; p. 505. 

Shipping Board, U. s,s takes control of 
ships, shipyards, etc.; p. 382. 

Shipping Board; making ocean rates; pp. 
876, 1137, 1219. 

Shipping Board transportation; p. 1117. 

Shipping days for freight; pp. 97, 214, 
296, 375, 377, 450, 609, 791, 1059. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Acceptance of cargo; Davis et al. vs. 
Garfield & Proctor Coal Co. ‘Fed. 
Ct.); p.. 306. y 

Award; U. S. ex rel. Pressprich & Son 
Co. vs. J. W. Elwell & Co. et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 756. 


Bill of lading, refusal; U. S. ex rel. 
Pressprich & Son Co. vs. J. W. El- 
well & Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 756. 

Bill of lading; Gulden et al. vs. Hijos 
De Jose Taya S. En. C. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 1054. 

Bill of lading; The Gracie D. Chambers 
(Fed Ct.); pp. 1204, 1205. 

Bills of lading; Kuhnhold vs. Compagnie 
Generale Transatlantiques (Fed. Ct.); 
. 805. 

Bioeth of charter; Arnie vs. Universal 
Transportation Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 599. 

Breach of executory contract; The Sat- 
urnus (Fed. Ct.); p. 599. 

Cargo, deck; cargo, refusing; cargo, 
space; The Addison E, Bullard; Tur- 
ner et al. vs. Cargo of Pitch Pine 
Timber and Lumber et al. (Fed. Ct.); 

964. 

ciester: The Siguranca; Dixon vs. G. 
W. Howe & Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 464. 

Charter; Dittmar vs. Frederick Starr 
Contracting Co. (Fed. Ct.) wm. 104. 

Charter money; The Monkshaven (Fed. 
Ct.}> ms ‘766. 

Charters; Turner et al. vs. Cargo of 
Pitch Pine Timber and Lumber et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 964. 


Claim, notice of; The San Gughilmo 


(Fed. = 145. 
Clearance; Hamburg-American Steam 
Packet Co. vs. U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 
680. 


Commanding officer, duty of; The Lusi- 
tania (Fed. Ct.); p. 865. 
Contract. breach of; Munson S. S. Line 


vs. Grimwood et al. (Fed. Ct.); pD. 
202. 
Contracts; West India §S. S. Co. vs. 


Chicago House Wrecking Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 49. 

Damage to cargo; National Carbon Co. 
vs. Alaska S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); D. 
805. 

Damage to goods; Mallory S. S. Co. 
vs. Harriss-Irby Cotton Co. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 553. 

Damages; The Delhi; The Robert Pal- 
mer (Fed. Ct.); p. 303. 

Damages; Atlantic Fruit Co. vs. a 
cargo of sugar (Fed. wets p. 250. 
Damages, action for; National Carbon 
Co. a Alaska S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 

p. 805 

Delay in unloading; Davis et al. vs. 
Garfield & Proctor Coal Co. (Fed. 
CG): p. 365. 

Delay; A. Stavangreen vs. Hubbard- 
Zemurray S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 464. 

Delays; U. S. ex rel. Pressprich & Son 
Co. vs. J. W. Elwell & Co. et al. (Fed. 


Ct.); p. 756. 
Demurrage; The Segmanca, Dixon vs. 
c W. Horne & Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 
4, 
Evidence; The San Gughilmo (Fed. 
Ct): p. 146. 


Evidence; The Delhi, The Robert Pal- 
mer (Fed. Ct.); p. 303. 

Evidence; Mallory S. S. Co. vs. Harriss- 

Irby Cotton Co. et al. (Tex.); p. 553. 
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Faith in management; the Koan Maru 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 805. 

Freight; The Gracie D. Chambers (Fed. 
Ct. aa _ 1204; The Bris (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 1204 

Freight; West India S. S. Co. vs. Chi- 
—. House Wrecking Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
Pp. 3 

Freight money; The Addison E. Bul- 
lard; Turner et al. vs. Cargo of Pitch 
Pine Timber and Lumber et al. (Fed. 
Ct.);. p. 964. 


Hamburg-American Steam Packet Co. 
vs. U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 680. 

Harter Act; Mallory S. S. Co. vs. Har- 
ar Cotton Co. et al. (Tex.); p 

Injury to vessels; Dittmar vs. Fred- 
erick Starr Contracting Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 104. 

Interest or award; in re Great Lakes 
Dredge & Dock Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 728. 

Liability, limitation of; The O’Brien 
Bros. (Fed. Ct.); p. 964. 

Liability, limitation of; Shipowners’ & 
Merchants’ Tugboat Co. vs. Ham- 
mond Lumber Co.; The Koan Maru; 
Kuhnhold vs. Compagnie Generale 
Transatlantique (Fed. Ct.); p. 865. 

Liability, limitation of; in re Great 
Aames Dredge & Dock Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. A 

Limitation of liability; The Lusitania 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 865. 

Loss of property; Boe vs. Hodgson, 
Graham Co. (Wash.); p. 1054. 

Loss of vessel; Boe vs. Hodgson, Gra- 
ham (Wash.); p. 1054. 

marge The Monkshaven (Fed. Ct.); 
° oo. 

Negligent management; The Vindeggen 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 964. 

oo performance (Fed. Ct.); 


viiens Dittmar vs. Frederick Starr 
Contracting Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 104. 


Ports; Hamburg - American Steam 
soot Co. vs. U. 8. (Ped. Ct); p. 
Priority; Davis et al. vs. Garfield. & 


Proctor Coal Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 866. 

Proof, burden of; Kuhnhold vs. Com- 
pagnie Generale Transatlantique 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 805. 

Proximate cause; The Lusitania (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 865. 

Remittitur; Amie vs. Universal Trans- 
portation Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 599. 

Sale rae The Ellmora (Fed, Ct.); 

<< se The Transit (Fed. Ct.); 
p. q 

Stowage, improper; the Koan Maru 
Ga.. ¥.3; p. 306. 


Stowage, improper; The _ Siguranca; 
Dixon vs. G. W. Howe & Co. (¥ed. 
Ct.); p. 464. 

Stowage, improper; Gulden et al. vs. 


Hijos De Jose Taya S. En. C. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1054. 

Tender-hire money; Amie vs. Universal 
= Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. i 

Usages, effect of; Davis et al. vs. Gar- 
ag & Proctor Coal Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


p 
War, eftect of; Essex S. S._Co., Ltd., 
vs. Langbehn (Fed. Ct.); p. 464. 


Ships, American; backing them with 
dollars; by E. N. Hurley; p. 391. 
Shonts, T. P.; ideas on arilroad recon- 

struction; p. 1148. 

Short lines and government control; pp. 
25, 63. 87, 119, 120, 181, 227, 245, 289, 
338, 389, 394, 456, 458, 488, 497, 509, 607, 
646, 691, 758, 760, 826, 858, 859, 956, 995, 
1165. 

Side tracks; see industry tracks; p. 1118. 

Sioux City grain rates; pp. 156, 454. 

Sioux City Hay Exchange; p. 1256. 

Sisson, F. H., on government control of 
railroads; p. 4, 

Slechta. J. J.; a merchant marine for 
America; p. 723. 

Solicitation of traffic; pp. 252, a 1183. 

Southern Traffic League; p. 1247 

——— Industrial Traffic League; 
p. Z. 

Spence, L. J.; relinquishment of govern- 
ment control; p. 1043. 

State commission regulation; traffic les- 
son No. 49; p. 903. 

State rates; federal control over; pp. 7, 
18, 86. 88, 151, 193, 215, 230, 233, 234, 
349, 623, 673, 689 (decision in Baker, 
White Lumber Co. vs. Sumpter Valley 
Ry.), 919, 1014, 1044, 1068, 1093, 1121, 
1173, 1174, 1210, 1248. See also editorial 
and classifications, state. 

State regulation by statute; traffic les- 
son No. 50; p. 1012. 








a agents, wages of, increased; p. 


— operating reports; forms for 

p. c 

Steel express shipments; p. 754. 

Steel, shortage of; p. 3. 

Stephens, E. S.; circular on proper pack- 
ing’ and marking; p. 468. 

Storage charges; pp. 837, 986. 

Store door delivery in New York; pp. 
64, 198, 1049, 1245. See also editorial. 

Stover, ‘. aes ‘settling overcharge claims; 
p. 1209. 

—— and complaints, Bureau of; 
p. ‘ 

Suits against carriers under federal con- 
trol; pp. 102, 826, 1103. 

Supreme Court; Value, time and place 
of ee appeal dismissed in U. S. 
vs. W. Whitehurst; p. 830. 

Supreme eee Union Pacific R. R. Co. 
vs. Missouri Public Service Commis- 
sion; exaction of fee from railroaa 
company for certificate authorizing 
bond issue held unlawful; p. 1163. 

Supreme Court; Western Union Tele- 
graph Co. vs. L. & N.; dismissed; p. 

Suspended tariffs; p. $50. 

Sutcliffe, E.; Transportation after the 
war; p. 969. 

Swift & Co., plaintiff in error, vs. U. S. 
A.; decision of Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals finding in their favor; p. 1138. 

Switching rates; pp. 762, 872, 905. 

Tariffs, simplification of; pp. 45, 100. 

Tax on transportation for war revenue; 
pp. 142, 146, 200, 359, 377, 478, 550, 651, 
809, 1153. 

Taylor, W. M.; 
scales; p. 1107. 

Teal, Joseph N.; future course of rate- 
making; p. 1195. 

a eed code for tracing freight; p. 


opposition to mileage 


Telephone revenues; January and Feb- 
ruary; p. 458; March and three months, 
p. 505; June and six months, p. 742; 
July and seven months, p. 1228. 


TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF lI. 


Cc Cc. 
Aurora, Elgin.& Chicago vs. Indiana 
Harbor Belt; case 9488; switching 


charges; p. 176. 


Beaumont Chamiber of Commerce et al. 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 10078; p. 492. 


Codington County Oil Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 9950; petro- 
leum; p. 1136. 

Consolidated Oil Refining Co. vs. K. C. 
S. et al.; case 10042; crude oil; p. 
1136. 

Darby Coal Sales Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
9961; 15th Sec. Ap. 3402; coal; p. 18. 

Denver & Salt Lake vs. Cc. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 10060; coal; p. 439. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
Fe, ea V. et al.; case 9824; sulphur; 
p. ; 


East Liverpool, O., vs. Steubenville, 
East Liverpool & Beaver Valley Trac- 
tion Co.; case 10188; traction fares; 
p. 629. 

Feltus, R. T., Lumber Co. vs. G. N. 
et al.; case 10080; lumber; p. 226. 
Kerr, A. H., & Co. et al. vs. Sand 
Springs Ry. Co. et al.; case 81890; p. 


Saree Milling Co. vs. C. W. & L. E. 
et al.; case 9959, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2; 
dried beet pulp; p. 132. 

Louisville fare case; Louisville & 
Southern Indiana Traction Co. and 
Louisville & Northern Railway & 
Lighting Co.; 15th Sec. Aps, 4775 and 
4776; case 10129; p. 1136. 

Matthiessen & Hegeler Zine Co. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 9007; p. 1243. 

McGowan-Foshee Lumber Co. va. F. A, 
& G. et al.; case 9146; division on 
lumber to short line; p. 227. 

Mercantile Lumber Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 9945; dressing lumber in 
transit; p. 177. 

Montana Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
cis et al.; case 10019; petroleum; p. 

National Pole Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al; case 9971; p. 1218. 

National Poultry, Butter & Egg Assn. 
vs. B. & O. S. W. et al.; case 7969; 
icing charges; p. 177. 

National Poultry, Butter & Egg Assn. 
et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10012; 
damages for broken eggs; p. 581. 

Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. 
L. & N.; case 9667; p. 1243. 

Owens Bottle Machine Co. vs. B. & O.; 
ease 10053; glass sand; p. 324. 

Peterson, F. B., Co. vs. A. T. & S. v3 
case 9964; salmon; p. 226. 
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Pneumatic Scale Corporation, Ltd.; vs. 
A. & R. et al.; case 10048; steel con- 
tainer; p. 226. 

Portsmouth Assn. of Commerce vs. S. 
A. L. et al.; case 9798; p. 76. 

Rice Potato Company vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 10081; potatoes; p. 373. 
Rowland Lumber Co. vs. 8. A. IL. 

al.; case 9933; p. 76. 

Royal Milling Co. vs. G. N.; case 7803; 
milling in transit; p. 373. 

Southern Coal, Coke & Mining Co. vs. 
Southern et al.; case 9511; coal; p. 


684. 

Springfield Milling Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9766; flour milled prod- 
ucts; p. 132. 

Tanner & Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q.,; 
case 10069; grain car distribution; p. 


628. 

Wisconsin & Mich. Fruit & Vegetable 
Jobbers’ Assn. vs. A. & W. et al.; 
coee 10020; refrigeration charges; p. 
131. 


et 


Terminal charges; p. 722. 
Terminals; consolidation and joint use 
of; pp. 530, 562, 1067. 


Thefts, railroad; campaign against; p. 


291. 
Thieves, car; campaign against; p. 1122. 
Thomas, F. R.; proper filing of claims; 
Thorne, Clifford, discusses General Or- 
der No. 28; p. 40. 
Thurtell, Henry; appointed chief 
aminer; p. 554, 662, 731. 
Tickets and ticket offices; pp. 29, 30, 96, 
592; 
in 


ex- 


380, 604, 826, 862, 1165 
Tiffany, C. H.; car conservation: p. 
ambulatory personality; p. 688. 
Townsend, F. P.; routing freight 
western territory; p. 203. 





Tracing of freight; pp. 141, 983. 
Traffic; methods of developing; 
lessons 42 and 43; pp. 251, 349. 

Traffic clubs; list of; p. 1267. 

ro under government control; 
p. 445. 

Traffic committees; pp. 20, 80, 82, 139, 151, 

, 2385, 336, 359, 374, 392, 440, 493, 

546, 558, 559, 562, 595, 596, 671, 696, 

735, 737, 742, 758, 822, 871, 896, 918, 

= 1004, 1018, 1050, 1060, 1116, 1123, 

218. 

Traffic lessons, course of, by G. G. 

r; No. 40, p. 39; No. 41, p. 147; 

. 251; No. 438, p. 349; No. 44, 

5; No. 45, p. 547; No. 46, p. 655; 

No. 47, p. 724; No. 48, p. 811; No. 49, 

p. 903; No. 50, p. 1012; No. 51, p. 1111; 
No. 52, p. 1201. 

Traffic men for army transport; pp. 156, 
189, 239. See also editorial. 

Transcontinental rates; pp. 64, 307. 

Transit, universal; p. 821. 

Transportation department; bill of Sen- 
ator Lewis; p. 152. 

Turner, W. S.; secretary Arkansas Cot- 
ton Trade Association; p. 107. 

Untermeyer, Samuel, on railroad con- 
— and government ownership; p. 

Valuation, cost of, paid by Railroad Ad- 
ministration; p. 91 

Valuation law and work; 394, 437, 
492, 781, 810. 

Valuation; K. C. pp. 
1164, 1208. 

Valuation of Winston-Salem Southbound 
Ry. Ca.; repert of I. C. C.: p. 462. 
Valuation of Texas Midland; report 
I. C. C.; pp. 394, 437. 

Van Metre, T. W.; 
merchant marine; p. 


traffic 


Pp. 


Southern case; 


of 


use of American 


1047. 
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p 

Wages, railroad; pp. 91, 141, 197, 400, 
496, 497, 505, 541, 710, 816, 874, 1051 
1065, 1094, 1099, 1165. 

Wainwright, Nellie, administratrix, vs. 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co.; decision of 
Judge Trieber holding federal control 
act valid; p. 1103. 

War work campaign; p. 825. 

Waterways; use and development of; pp. 
31, 90; 140, 186, 197, 216, 294, 390, 479, 
480, 564, 694, 761, 764, 781, 801, 808, 
826, 850, 962, 1041, 1042, 1133, 1164, 1174, 
1200, 1225, 1230. 

Waypills; freight arriving without; p. 

1152. 


Wibster, F. E.; assistant traffic director, 
inland traffic service, forage branch; p. 


Wheeler, H. W.; president New England 
Traffic League; p. 106. 

Whitaker, F. M.; manager of inland 
= U. S. R. R. Administration; p. 
108. 

ae. G. H.; conservation of paper; p. 

he 

Willamette Valley Lumber Case; pp. 717, 
782, 786 (decision of I. C. C.); p. 835. 

Williams, J. A.; executive’ secretary, 
a Ohio, Chamber of Commerce; 
p. 2 

Wilson, President; address to Congress 
on railroad problem; p. 1098. 

Wilson, H. G.; address on transporta- 
tion, present and future; p. 98. 

Wire companies; federal control of; pp. 
8, 63, 119, 152, 167, 215, 233, 237, 386, 
402, 519, 559, 611. 738, 838, 873, 921, 
953, 1002,: 1007, 1017, 1101, 1158, 1188, 
1228, 1265, 1268. See also editorial. 

Women; railroad and truck work; pp. 
496, 550, 700, 800, 967, 1119. 


N THESE DAYS 


of Radical Everyday Change 
in Shipping Conditions and Rules 


Ghe DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD 


and the Confidential Service which goes with it are proving of 
immense value to the men who must know. 


Samples and full explanation FREE on request. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 


418 South Market Street, CHICAGO 


WE ARE HEADQUARTERS 


FOR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT FORMS 


INCLUDING Standard Form for the Presentation of Overcharge 
** Loss and Damage 


‘** Informal Reparation Claims 
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Concealed Loss 

as ie Damage 

** Car Movement Record 
Straight Bills of Lading 
Shippers Order “ ‘“‘ = 
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Etc. 


Claims 
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SAMPLES 
FREE 
ON REQUEST 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market Street, Chicago, III. 








